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FOUR PER CENT. DEBENTURES. 


BRITISH & AMERICAN MORTGAGE CO. Lp. 


CAPITAL, £1,500,000. Subscribed, £700,000 ; Paid-up, £220,000 ; Uncalled, £489,000. 
TRUSTEES {rhe Right Hon. HuGH CULLING EARDLEY CHILDERS, M.P., F.R.8S. 
RUST The Right Hon. GEoRGE JOHN SHAW-LEFEVRE, M.P. 
HoME DIRECTORS. 
JOHN Crorr DEVERELL, Esq., 9, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 
WALTER RANDOLPIE FARQUHAR, Esq., Banker, 16, St. James’-street. 
BEAUMONT WILLIAM LUBBOCK, Esq.. Banker, 15. Lombard-street. 
Sir CHARLES NICHOLSON, Bart., D.C.L., LL.D., The Grange, Totteridge. 
GEORGE BABINGTON PARKER, Esq., 13, Victoria-street, Westminster. 
WILLIAM HENRY STONE, Esy., Lea-park. Godalming. 


Banxers } Messrs. Robparts, Lupnock, & Co., 15, Lombard-street, E.C. 

‘ ( Meesrs. HERRIES, FARQUHAR, & Co., 16, St. James’-street, 8.W. 
The Directors issue Debentures for 3, 5,7, or 10 years, bearing 4 per cent. in- 
terest, payable half-ycarly by coupons, secured by the Company’s Mortgages, 


property, together with the uncalled Capital (£480,000), 

By its Articles of Association the Company’s Business is restricted to First 
Mortgages on Freehold Property, and its Debenture Issue is limited to the 
amount of the Subscribed Capital. 


especially suitable for the investment of Trust or,other Funds, they being exempt 
from the fluctuations in value attaching to ordinary Stocks and Shares. 

For prospectuses, application forms, and further information apply to 

Offices of the Company, 6, Old Jewry, E.C. SAMUEL GILES, Secretary. 


EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


18, LincoLn’s INN FIELvs, Lonpon, W.C, 


Whole-world policies in most cases free of charge. 
Policies indisputable and unconditional. 


SPECIMEN BONUSES. 


Actual additions inade to Policies of £1,009 effected under Table 


s I. and M1. 


‘ NUMBER OF PREMIUMS PAID. 
ge 
at Entry. 

Five. Ten. Twenty. 


Thirty. Forty. 


£ 46. £ 8s. £sn | £ s. £ §. 
103 0 19i 10 431 0 *736 0 "1,022 0 
112 0 211 0 464 10 *s19 0 *1,167 0 
124 0 232 0 525 10 *939 10 "4,343 10 
147: (0 275 10 "6:6 10 "1,146 0 covens 
197 10 32 0 *836 10 





EXAMPLE.— A Policy for £1,(00, effected 20 years ago by a person then aged 30, 
would have increased to £1,819, or by more than 80 per cent. 
In the cases marked * the Benuses, if surrendered, would be more than 


suflicient to extinguish all future premiums, and the Policy-holders would still 
be entitled to share in future profits. 
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We nore that the Council of the Incorporated Law Society will 


ponder the letter of ‘‘A North Country Solicitor” in another 
column. 


high standing in a populous district. We mention this 
order that it may not be suppored that it is the struggling solicitor 
alone who is keenly anxious about the Land Transfer Bill. We 
believe that the letter represents the general feeling of the pro- 
fession, especially in the country districts. Without adopting 
to the full extent the apprehensions of our correspondent as to the 
effect of the Bill, most solicitors have come now to see that its 
passing, when considered in relation to the fact that it will be 
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| representative body are going to do, 
The precautions taken in the selection of Mortgages render these Debentures 





We have no personal acquaintance with our corre- | 
spondent, but we happen to know bis firm by reputation as one of | 


in | 


administered by the officials who issued t'e recent notice, will 
mean practical starvation to many members of the profession and a 
large diminution of profits all round. The Pr-s:dent of the Incor- 
porated Law Society—than whom no better authority «an be 
found, both from the infinite care he has bestowed on the Bill and 
from his wide practical knowledge—has described the Bull os an 
attempt ‘‘to allow conveyancing to pass into other hands than 
those of solicitors.” This being admitted, it follows inevitably 
that every representative body to whom is committed the guardian- 
ship of the interests of solicitors is bound to use every means to 
prevent this result. The Associated Provincial Law Societies 


|promptly recognized this duty, and pledged themselves to make 


which are made with a margin of from one-half to two-thirds of the value of the | 


every effort in opposition to the compulsion clauses. But every- 
one is waiting, and properly waiting, to see what the chief 
It is important, both 
in the interests of the profession, and, if we may say 80, 
in the interests of the Incorporated Law Society itself, 
that the council should take the lead in the matter, and 
we have full confidence that the shrewd and able men who 
control the action of the society see this as plainly as we do. 
We anticipate that the council, recognizing their representative 
position, whatever difficulty may be felt in entering on a novel 
course of procedure, will give effect to the opinion and wishes 
of the great body of the profession, and will take up the weapon 
which the spirited solicitors of the Strand Division have con- 
clusively demonstrated to be the only one which will avail to 
defeat an attack directly aimed at the interests of the profession. 
What is wanted and expected is an organization, created by the 
council, whereby every member of Parliament shall be addressed 
on the subject by his solicitor constituents, in the same manner as 
the member for the Strand Division was addressed by his solicitor 
constituents. What is further wanted and expected is a form of 
address which may be adopted and signed by the solicitors in each 
locality. The terms of this address, we need hardly say, would 
need carefal consideration. To put it bluntly, strong meat, not 
milk and water, should be served up, and the point of attack 
should not be the “‘ crumbs of business’? negation clauses but 
the compulsion clauses. These are, we venture to think, the 
essentials of an effective movement, but we may perbaps say 
that we think great strength would be added by the creation 
in each locality of a permanent committee, composed partly 
of members of the council or committee of the chief or local 
law society and partly of other members of the profession 
willing to work; such committee being charged with the duty 
of watching the progress of the Bill and taking such steps as 
may be advised by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society 
from time to time. It must be remembered that the Bill may have 
to be fought, not only this session, but next session, and it is very 
desirable that there should be a standing body of energetic men 
everywhere, ready to take proceedings at the shortest notice. We 
believe that if action is taken by the council in the directions above 
indicated the greate-t danger which has threatened the profersion 
in our generation will be averted. 


AMONG THE APPEALS to come before Court of Appeal No. II. during 
the ensuing sittings is the case of the Oriental Bank, which is ex- 
pected to occupy a considerable time in hearing. It is not improb- 
able that the Lord Chancellor will preside in this division during 
the earlier portion of the sittings. 


Tue Cnancery cause List, which we print elsewhere, contains 105 
cases before Mr. Justice Kay, 138 before Mr. Justice Curry, 140 
before Mr. Justice Noxtn, 194 before Mr. Justice Strriive, and 81 
before Mr. Justice Kexewicu. The aggregate of these numbers is 
658, being within one of the number shewn on the list for the 
Hilary Sittings, whereas a year ago the number was 790. The 
Queen’s Bench cause list contains 1,128 cuses as agsinst 1,209 in 
the Hilary list of this year, and 1,318 a year ago. There are only 
61 appeals set down before the two divisions of the Court of Appeal. 


Wiryess acrions in the Chancery list continue to increase in 
number. At the commencement of the last sittings there were 375 
such actions in the Jist, and now, after a long period of more than 


26 








410 
ing to be heard, a large portion 
It will be 


———— 


thirteen weeks, there are 400 remain 
of which were set down before Hilary Sittings, 1889. 


observed from the sittings paper that while Mr. Justice Kay hears | 


these actions in the order in which they are placed in his list with 
other cases, Mr. Justice Currry will only devote six days, and Mr. 
Justice Norrn only sixteen days, to their hearing. 


WE paint elsewhere a very sensible letter from Mr. Herbert 
M. Low, the mover of the resolution for the abolition of the 
certificate duty at the recent meeting of the Incorporated Law 
Society. As one would expect from the public spirit and regard 


for the interests of the profession which Mr. Low has always | 


displayed, he fully recognizes the objection which we pointed out 
last week, and, so far as he is concerned, he frankly expresses the 
opinion that the matter may be allowed to rest for the present. 
We think that Mr. Low has good cause to complain that the 
objection was not brought forward earlier in the debate, and 
opportunity afforded for the withdrawal of the motion; and we 
are bound to add that we cannot acquit ourselves of blame for not 
pointing out the objection when the notice of motion appeared on 
the paper. 
bication would be made to the mover previously to the meeting 
which would lead him to withdraw the motion. We ought to add 


that we have received several letters from supporters of the motion | 
other than Mr. Low, commenting on the action of the president | 
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We certainly anticipated, however, that some commu- | 
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| person’ included also any purchase or investment effected by the 
| person. who was absolutely entitled to the property either by him- 
self alone, or in concert, or by arrangement with any other person.” 
And, lastly, sub-section (c) is to be “‘ construed as if the expression 
‘voluntary settlement’ included any trust, whether expressed in 
writing or otherwise, in favour of a volunteer, and, if contained in 
a deed or other instrument effecting the settlement, whether such 
| deed or other instrument was made Jor valuable consideration or not 
as between the settlor and any other person, and as if the expression 
‘such property,’ wherever the same occurs, included the proceeds of 
sale thereof; and that the said charge [ of duty } shall extend to money 
received under a policy of assurance effected by any person dying 
on or after the 1st day of June, 1889, on his life, where the policy 
is wholly kept up by him for the benefit of a donee, whether 
nominee or assignee, or a part of such money in proportion to the 
| premiums paid by him, where the policy is partially kept up by 
him for such benefit.” It is, to say the least of it, odd that the 
words ‘‘voluntary settlement” are to be construed to include 
settlements for valuable consideration, and we do not gather from 
Mr. Goscuen’s explanation the exact device in marriage settle- 
ments at which the provision is aimed. We do not think we have 
| ever come across any device of the kiud mentioned by Mr. Goscury 
| in our experience of marriage settlements. Toe latter part of the 
provision is of courze directed to the practice of assigning a life 
policy to a wife or child, the assignor continuing to pay the 
| premiums upon it. 


in relation to the matter; but we trust the writers will excuse us | 


when we ssy we think that in the interest of the profession it | 
is not desirable that the matter should develop into a newspaper | 


We think that some observations from the chair are 
will be the first to 
of the position of 


controversy. 
to be regretted, and we believe that Mr. Lake 
acknowledge that, in his keen regret at the idea 
the profession, in resisting the Land Transfer bill, being weakencd, 


he was led into some hasty utterances which would net have been | 


tion, our 


made under other circumstances. We hope thar, on retle 
correspondents will agree that, for the present, the question 


whether the duty should be repealed should be left in abeyauce; | 
J I A ; 


when the proper time comes for raising the question, we t! 


that we and they will be able to convince the unbelievers that the 
weight of argument is in favour of the repeal of the duty. 


tink 


WE pescrinep last week the changes which are proposed by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in the account and succession duties. 
But these are not the only alterations intended to be made. 
‘There is a duty,” said Mr. Goscuen, ‘‘ imposed on ‘ death-bed’ 
gifts, and which is now imposed on gifts made within three months 
of death. Experience at Somerset House shews that the clause is 
not sufficiently stringent.’ Accordingly it is proposed, in the first 
place, that section 38 (2) (a) of 44 Vict. c. 12 shall be altered so 
as to include in the account “ property taken under a voluntary dis- 
position purporting to operate as an immediate gift infer vivos 
. + «+ Which shell not have been bond fide made twelve months 
[instead of three months, as at present] before the death of 
the deceased.” In the next place it 1s proposed to be pro- 
vided that the ‘‘ property” comprised in the above provision 
shall ‘‘include property taken under any gift, whenever made, of 
which property Jond fide possession and enjoyment shall not have 
been assumed by the donee immediately upon the gift and thence- 
forward retained, to the entire exclusion of the donor, or of any 
benefit to him by contract or otherwise.” The object of this, it 
appear, is to include the device by which property is made over to 
a son or other relative, such relative contracting to pay the donor 
an annuity during bis life. I: is further propo-ed to amend sub- 
section (L) of the above-mentioned section. his sub-section, it 
will be remembered, charges with account duty “any property 
which a person, having been absolutely entitled thereto, 
has voluntarily caused, or may voluntarily cause, to be transferred 
to or vested in hii f and any other persou juintly, so that the 
beneficial ints ress , or 1n art thereol, passes or accrues 
hy survivorship on his death to such ’ It seems that 
some Ingenious members * 
agreeing each to bring h.s property into a sort of family “ pool” 
toatine, taking the chasce aud bvenetit of survivorship. ‘Lo meet 
this it 18 propore d that the sub-section sball ‘* be construcd as if the 
exprestion ‘to be transferred to or vested in himsel and any other 


there s0me } 


! 
other persor ts 
fami les have evade 


o 


: . ; 
a this provision by 


| Tue question of right to light determined by Mc. Justice Kexr- 
wick in Zhe Attorney-General vy. The Queen Anne Mansions 
‘ Limited) was curious, but could not, in its general result, at least, 
be regarded as at all doubtful. ‘lhe Attorney-General sued to 
restrain the defendants from continuing the erection of a huge pile 
'of buildings which would have quite overshadowed the Guards’ 
Memorial Chapel in Birdcage Walk. The beauty of the interior 
| consists largely in its painted windows aud mural decorations, and 
it appears to have been contended that the light required to 
| illuminate the former and render visible the latter was in some 
| way not protected by the Prescription Act. The tendency of the 
recent cases is decidedly in favour of holding that a right to light 
| is quite independent of the purpose for which it may be used. In 
| Yates v. Jack (L. R. 1 Ch. 298) Lord Cranworrn, C., said :— 
| ‘* The right conferred or recognized by the statute 2 & 3 Will. 4, 
| c. 71 is an absolute, indefeasible right to the enjoyment of the light 
without reference to the purpose for which it has been used.” in 
National Provincial Plate Glass Insurance Co. v. Prudential 
Assurance Co. (6 Ch. D. 765) Mr. Justice Fry dismissed the idea 
| that the right depended in any way onthe form or size of the 
| window, except so far as this determined the quantity of light 
received over the servient tenement, and held that the manner iu 
which this given quantity was received by the owner of the 
dominant tenement was immaterial. And in Moore v. Hall 
(3 Q. B. D. 178) it was again decided that the owner of the 
servient tenement, who had for the required time permitted the 
passage of a certain amount of light, vould not raise uny question 
as to the purpose for which the light was used. It is true that this 
simple form of the law bas not been universally adopted, although it 
would greatly diminish the litigation which has been so prevalent 
in respect to these rights. In particular, it would have made the 
position of the defendants in the present case quite untenable. 
And it does not appear, indeed, that Mr. Justice Kexewicu adopted 
it, otherwise it would have been unnecessary for him to complaiu 
that the experts, with all their voluminous evidence, had left him 
uninformed as to the value of diffused light ia such a building as 
the chepel. On the contrary, he reverted to the older opinion, 
and treated the right as dependent upon the purpose for which the 
light had actually teen used. ois enabled him, without hesita- 
tion, to decide in favour of the chapel. Inthe present doubtful state 
of the law it cannot, of course, be said that such a course was 
incorrect ; but 1 is toy be regretted that the more excellent way 
marked out by the above-mentioned cases was not followed. 





In THE Case of Cardigan vy. Curzon-Howe Mr. Justice Curry 
held tuat @ teusnt for lite who was selling under the Settled Land 
Act, 1882, «ould not claim to be allowed out of the purchase- 
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money the costs of obtaining the concurrence of mortgagees of his 
life interest. And, if the claim were at all possible, then he 
declared that he exercised his discretion in refusing it. The Court 
of Appeal have now decided that such a claim is possible, but they 
have agreed that the judge’s discretion in refusing it was rightly 
exercised. Under section 21 (x.) of the Act, the purchase-money 
may be applied in payment of the costs, charges, and expenses of 
or incidental to the exercise of any of the powers of the Act. The 
question is, then, whether the tenant for life, in selling with the 
concurrence of his mortgagees, is exercising such a power. He is, 
of course, at liberty to sell, free from ‘‘the limitations, powers, 
and provisions of the settlement, and from all estates, interests, 
and charges subsisting or to arise thereunder” (section 20 (2) ); 
but the Act is not express as to charges created by himeelf; 
and, having regard to exception (ii.) to this sub-section, it may be 
maintained that, in the alternative at least, his power is to sell 
subject to these. But, however this may be, it is also clear that, 
if he can get the concurrence of his mortgagees, he can then dispose 
of the unincumbered fee, and in so doing he is, as we pointed out 
at the time of Mr. Justice Currry’s decision (ante, p. 101), exer- 
cising a power conferred by the Act. The Court of Appeal have 
now adopted this view ; but, as the matter is stil! one of discretion, 
it appears that the costs will not in general be allowed out of the 
purchase-money where this would impose an undue burden upon 
the remaindermen. 








COVENANTS FOR SETTLEMENT OF AFTER- 
ACQUIRED PROPERTY. 
AccorpinG to the form of covenant for settlement of after- 
acquired property in general use, the covenant is made to include, 
not only after-acquired property, but also any interest of the wife 
in property existing at the time of the marriage. The object is, 
of course, to include any property of the wife which may have 
escaped notice at the time the settlement was executed, and we 
imagine that the modern form of the covenant owes its origin to 
the cases of Offer v. Melvill (2 De G. & Sm. 257) and Hoare v. 
Hornby (2 Y. & C. C. C. 121). It is very unusual for any pro- 
perty of the wife to be overlooked, but the above-mentioned and 
many other cases shew that such a thing may occur, and it is no 
doubt to some extent desirable, by the use of comprehensive 
language, to avoid the question which would otherwise arise as to 
whether such property is bound by the covenant. 
But we think that the effect of this provision on the stamp 
duty which the settlement should bear has been very gene- 





rally overlooked ; and we need hardly point out that, since the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, whereby a penalty of 
£10 is imposed on the settlor in case the settlement is not duly 
stamped within thirty days after it is first executed, and the | 
penalties on stamping afterwards are increased, renders this ques- 
tion still more important. If the wife at the date of the settle- | 
ment should be entitled to any “definite and certain”’ principal | 
sum of money or stock, which has escaped notice at the date 
of the settlement, and for thirty days after, the settlement is 
inadequately stamped and heavy penalties will be incurred. That 
is to say, in the only case in which the modern addition to the 
covenant is likely to be operative, the effect of its operating is to 
render the settlement inadmissible in evidence, and to subject the 
settlor to a £10 penalty. 

Nor is this the only evil result of the modern form of the 
covenant. The question what is a ‘definite and certain” 
sum has not yet been settled by decision. The wife may, at 
the date of the settlement, be contingently entitled to a sum of 
money or stock, or to a share of such a sum. In such a case 


the contingent share would not be expressly settled, and it | cons ; 
| fraud in the exercise of the power, because it is using the power 


would not probably occur to every practitioner to qualify the 
covenant for settlement by inserting the words “ zndefeasibly 
entitled,” so as to keep the contingent interest out of its scope. 
He would probably consider that the wife will not become entitled 





until she has become indefeasibly entitled. There is reason, how- 
ever, to believe that the Somerset House authorities hold that the 


defeasibility of the wife’s title does not hinder the covenant from | Vice-Chancellor to lay down the 
” sum. | has since been emphatically dissented from. 


operating as an agreement to settle a ‘definite ond certain 


It is known that they insist that any share in a fund to which, at | the Court of Appeal, consisting of 
the date of the settlement, the wife is entitled in default of | Lusu, 


appointment is a ‘‘ definite and certain” sum, 


And there is still a further result of the modern form of 
covenant to which attention should be directed. Cautious 
and well-informed practitioners, aware of the questions to which 
we have above referred, have recently endeavoured to avoid 
them by having the duty on all settlements containing the 
covenant to settle in the modern form adjudicated. But under 
the present regime at Somerset House this often leads to 
great expense and very arbitrary decisions. The office insist on 
being informed whether the wife at the date of the settlement was 
entitled to any other property than that expressly settled, in 
possession or reversion, or in default of the exercise of a power of 
appointment. If they are informed that she was so entitled—say 
to a share in a fund in default of appointment—the office insists on 
being furnished with full particulars and values of all the trust 
funds subject to the power. The management of these funds may 
be—perhaps usually is—in other hands, and the valuation and 
obtaining particulars occasion much expense and trouble. When 
all particulars have been furnished the office places its own esti- 
mate on the share to which the wife may become entitled in default 
of appointment, and of course duty has to be paid in accordance 
with the adjudication. 

The question we desire to bring before our conveyancing readers 
is whether, having regard to the above considerations, it may not 
be desirable to revert to the old form of the covenant to settle, and 
confine it strictly, and in definite terms, to after-acquired pro- 
perty. It seems clear, at all events, that for the future it 
will be prudent to qualify the covenant by inserting the word 
‘*indefeasibly.” 





MORTGAGEE’S OBLIGATIONS TO THE MORTGAGOR 
IN THE EXERCISE OF HIS POWER OF SALE. 
Tur tendency which at one time existed to treat a mortgagee as a 
trustee for his mortgagor has long passed away, but in the absence 
of some such positive test it is not always easy to say how fur the 
obligations imposed by the relationship extend. It may be useful, 
therefore, to notice how the law has taken the form enunciated in 
the important case of Farrar v. Farrars (Limited) (37 W. R. 196, 
40 Ch. D. 395), and also to call attention to the decision recently 
given by Mr. Justice Kexewicn in Z’omlin v. Luce (reported else- 
where). It is now only a matter of historic interest to refer to the 


| dictum of Lord Expo, C., in Downes v. Grazebrook (3 Mer. 207), 


that a mortgagee cannot ‘‘be considered otherwise than as a 
trustee’ under his mortgage deed. But the real decision in the 
case was that he could not be himself the purchaser under his 
power of sale, and this, of course, is still sound law, although 
upon other grounds. 

That was in 1817. In 1820 Sir Tnomas Prvuer, M.R., took a 
more correct view of the matter in Cholmondeley v. Clinton (2 Jac. 
& W. 183), when he pointed out that a mortgagee had rights adverse 
to those of the mortgagor, and that in this respect his position 
bore no resemblance to that of a trustee, but was indeed of a 
directly opposite character. In Robertson v. Norris (1 Giff. 424), 
Srvant, V.C., referred to Lord Etpon’s opinion that a mortgagee 1s 
a trustee for the mortgagor in the exercise of his power of sale, and 
he explained it to mean only that, the power being given to enable 
him to recover his mortgage money, the court required that he 
should exercise it in a provident way with a due regard to the 
rights and interests of the mortgagor in the surplus money to be 
produced by the sale. He added the following important qualifica- 
tion: “ The legitimate purpose being to secure repayment of his 
mortgage money, if he uses the power for another purpose—from 
any ill motive to effect other purposes of his own, or to serve the 
purposes of other individuals—the court considers that to be a 


for purposes foreign to that for which it was intended.” 

The effect of the sale in that particular case was to put the 
mortgagor himself into possession of the property, and the whole 
proceedings appear to have been collusively designed for this 
lt was this circumstance probably which induced the 
above general proposition, and it 
This was done by 
Jesset, M.R., and Corron and 
LJJ., in Nash v. Eads (25 Sonicrrors’ Journat, 95). 
There it was alleged that the property was sold, not because the 


object. 
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mortgagee wanted his money, but because his solicitor desired to 
obtain the payment of some costs, which he could not obtain in 
any other way. In support of the claim to set aside the sale the 
proposition quoted from Srvart, V.C., was relied upon, but the 
court held that there was no foundation for it. The mortgagee 
was not a trustee of the power of sale for the mortgagor, and pro- 
vided only he was entitled to exercise it, the court would not look 
into his motives for so doing. His powers were, indeed, limited 
by the circumstances that he must conduct the sale properly, that 
he must cell at a fair value, and that he could not eell to himself. 
But if these points were observed, it was no objection to the sale 
that the power was exercised, not because the mortgagee wanted 
his money, but because he wished to spite the mortgagor. 

Previous to this Knicut-Brece, V.C., in Matthie v. Edwards (2 
Coll. 480), said that a mortgagee must not exercise his power of 
sale in a manner merely arbitrary, but is bound, as between him- 
self and the mortgegor, to exercise some discretion; he must not 
throw away the property, but must act in a prudent and business- 
like manner, with a view to obtain as large a price as may fairly 
and reasonably, with due diligence and attention, be under the 
circumstances attainable. But in the application of this proposi- 
tion the courts differed. The Vice-Chancellor held the sale to be 
bad, suitable information as to the property not having been given, 
snd he commented strongly on the oppressive nature of the pro- 
ceedings. But Lord Corrennaxm, C., upon appeal (Jones v. Matthie, 
11 Jur. 504), declined to be influenced by the latter consideration, 
and thought that an adequate price had been obtained. The mort- 
gagee ‘‘in selling only exercised his undoubted right, and whether 
he acted with kindness and charity or not is, as I have said before, 
another question, and one with which the court has nothing to do.” 

In Warner v. Jacol (30 W. R 731, 20 Ch. D. 220) an attempt 
was made to set aside a sale by a mortgagee chiefly on the ground 
of undervalue, and most of the above cases were reviewed by 
Kay, J. ‘The result,” he said, ‘‘ seems to he that a mortgagee is, 
strictly speaking, not a trustee of the power of sale. It is a power 
given him for his own benefit, to enable him the better to realize 
his debt. If he exercises it ond fide for that purpose, without 
corruption or collusion with the purchaser, the court will not in- 
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terfere, even though the sale be very disadvantageous, unless, | 


indeed, the price be so low as to be in itself evidence of fraud.”’ It 
is to be noticed that there is a distinction between the exercise of 
the power for the purpore of realizing the debt and the motive for 
which that realization is undertaken. Hence there is no conflict 
between this decision and that in Nash vy. Euai/s supra). 
course, 2 mortgagee none the more becomes a trustee for the mort- 
gegor because his security takes the form of a trust for sale. This 
was settled by Locking v. Parker (L. R. 8 Ch. 30), and decisively 
re-sfiirmed in Fe Alison (11 Ch. D. 284). 

The matter was further considered by Norrn, J., in Alartinson 
v. Clowes (21 Ch. D. 857), where part of the property had been 
purchased by the secretary to the mortgagees, these being a build- 
ing society who were exercising their power of sale. The law as 
laid down by Kay, J., in Warner v, Jacob was there approved, and 
it was also held that just as a mortgagee exercising his power of 
sale could not purchase on his own account, so neither could this 
be done by the solicitor or agent of the mortgagee acting for him 
in the matter of the sale. This is upon the general principle that 
where & man’s duty and interest in respect of the purchase conflict 
he cannot become the purchaser (Guest y. Smythe, 18 W. R 742, 
L. R. 5 Ch. 551). 

This brings us to the recent case of Farrar vy. Farrars (Limited) 
supra). The circumstances there were peculiar. One of the 
mortgagees, after vainly endeavouring to sell the property, was 
instrumental in getting up the company which ultimately bought 
it. He took shires in it, and was its solicitor, and on these facts 
it was contended that the sale came within the rule that a mort- 
gagee cannot sell to himself, and was therefore, without more, 
invalid. But the court drew a line between a company and its 
members, holding the two to be quite distinct, and the only result 
of the special circumstances was to throw on the company the 
burden of upholding the sale. Hence it became necessary to 
examine what are the duties of a mortgagee to his mortgagor, and 
attention was again drawn to the settled distinction that a moit 
gagee is not a trustee for sale. 


He is, indeed, under obligations 


to the mortgagor, but at the same time he haa rights of his ow: 


nim. 


which he is er itled to exercise adversely to Thus he is a! 
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liberty ‘‘ to realize his security, and to find a purchaser if he can, 
and if, in the exercise of his power, he acts ond fide and takes 
reasonable precautions to obtain a proper price, the mortgagor has 
no redress, even although more might have been obtained for the 
property ii the sale had been postponed.” Judged by this standard 
it was held that the sale was good. 

In deciding Tomlin v. Luce Mr. Justice Kexewicu professed to 
follow the rule that ought to guide a mortgagee as thus laid down. 
He allowed that he is perfectly entitled to select his own time and 
mode of sale, and moreover to employ agents, but he held that in 
certain circumstances he is liable for errors committed by them; 
not for errors of judgment merely, provided he has selected persons 
who are presumably competent ; but for serious blunders inducing a 
failure to sell or a large diminution of the price realized. What 
may be the exact value of the exception it will be safer to say 
when a case has arisen in which an agent has, with impunity to the 
mortgagee, committed an error of judgment, which would not be 
allowed in the mortgagee himself; but there seems to be no reason 
to doubt that for the negligence of his agent, a mortgagee must 
be responsible, just as all principals are. The extraordinary thing 
is the way Mr. Justice Kexewica applied the law in the case before 
him. In a sale of a building estate the particulars stated that the 
roads were kerbed. This turned out to be erroneous, and the 
mortgagees afterwards allowed the purchaser a reduction of £895 
of the price by way of compensation. The judge expressly held 
that this compromise was prudent and proper on their part, and yet 
he directed that in taking the accounts between them and the 
second mortgagees they must be charged with this sum as part of 
the purchase-money which they had received. It is of course 


| perfectly clear that they ought only to account for the money they 


would have received if the mistake had not been made, and as the 
effect of the mistake was to enhance the value of the property, the 
result was to make a present to those who stood in the shoes of 
the mortgagor. It seems probable that some misunderstanding 
had arisen in the mind of the court, and that an opportunity will 
be taken to rectify it. 

The cases therefore leave the matter to the bona fides of the 
mortgagee. He is at liberty to realize his security, and to get in 
his money, and the precise motives which influence him in the 
exercise of this right are not material. When he has determined 
to exercise it he is still at liberty to choose the time and mode of 


| doing so, and he is only limited by the fact that he must act bond 


| undervalue is so gross as to be in itself evidence of fraud. 


| fide and take reasonable precautions to obtain a proper price ; a 
OF | 


mere sale at an undervalue cannot render him liable unless the 


At the 
same time he incurs the dangers incident to all transactions re- 


| quiring the employment of agents, and is responsible, at any rate, 


| 
| 





for gross blunders committed by them. 





REVIEWS. 
CHARITABLE BEQUESTS, 
THe LAW oF CHARITABLE BEQUEST. WITII AN 
MorRTMAIN AND CHARITABLE Uses Act, 1888. 
TyssEN, D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. 
(Limited). 


We may at once say that we think Mr. Tyssen’s book will be found 
of great service to the practitioner. Mr. Tudor’s useful little book 
is long out of date, and there has been no attempt, until the present 
volume, to supply its place. If Mr. Tyssen’s work were nothing 
more than a digest of the cases on the subject it would be valuable, 
but it isin fact a treatise constructed on an intelligible principle— 
that, namely, of stating the cases, arranged in chronological order, 
and then enunciating the principles to be deduced from them. Great 
labour has, obviously, been bestowed on the book, and as a collec- 
tion of the authorities, ancient and modern, it is, probably, more 
complete than any work ever published on the subject. The state- 
ments of the results of the cases are, generally speaking, careful 
and accurate, though we observe an omission, at p. 76, to give the 
true ground on which trusts to keep in repair tombs are void—viz., 
the infringement of the rule against perpetuities. ‘The fulness with 
which cases on each branch are stated will, we think, on a subject 
of this kind, be found useful, but one disadvantage of this 
mde of treatment is the repetition to which it gives rise. 
Tius, the case of Biscoe vy. Jackson (35 Ch. D 160) is stated at 
lei gth on pp. 318, 427, and 459, We agree with the author that 
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or = caer : 
it is extremely difficult to see how the Court of Appeal extracted a 
general charitable intention in favour of the poor of Shoreditch from 
the provisions of the will in that case, but we hardly think that its 
importance is —— to the space occupied by it. Another point 
on which we should like to see an alteration in the new edition to 
which we hope the book will shortly come, is in some of the language 
employed ; thus, ‘‘ the Georgian Mortmain Act,” which is constantly 
employed to designate 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, is both inaccurate and more 
cumbrous than the proper designation, the Charitable Uses Act. 
We have also observed a few errors of the press which should be 
corrected ; thus, Holme v. Guy (5 Ch. D. 901) is five times cited on 
p. 546-7 as “‘ Holme v. Grey,” and on p. 76 the report of Lloyd v. 
Lloyd is cited as 12 Sim., instead of 2 Sim. These, however, are 
very small blemishes in a book of substantial value. We should 
add that the date is given to each case, and that the Act of 1888 
is given, with annotations, in chapter 42. 





THE COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1888, 

Tne County Courts Act, 1888; witH InTRopUcTION, TABULAR 
INDICES TO CONSOLIDATED LEGISLATION, NOTES, AND AN INDEX 
TO THE Act. SEconD EpiTion. By G. Pitt-LEwis, Q.C., MP. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The author of the present volume is already well known as the 
writer of ‘‘'A Complete Practice of the County Courts,” a work 
which, because of its thoroughly practical character, its many 
excellencies of arrangement, and its elaborate treatment of the 
matters included in it, is deservedly recognized as one of the best 
legal text-books extant. This circumstance was no doubt of itself 
sufficient to insure for the work before us a favourable reception 
from the legal profession and the public; but it undoubtedly 
possesses intrinsic merits which of themselves quite justify and 
account for its popularity. 

The volume before us contains an admirable introduction to the new 
County Courts Act and Rules, forming, indeed, a complete epitome 
of county court jurisdiction and practice, and which may be read with | 
advantage by law students as well as by experienced practitioners, | 
while certain passages in it merit the attention of all who desire to 
promote careful and well-considered legislation. The criticism to 
which Mr. Pitt-Lewis has subjected the new County Courts Act and | 
Rules is not, in our opinion, too searching or too severe. That both | 
the Act and Rules betray evident traces of hasty preparation is indis- | 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LAND TRANSFER BILL, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,— I acknowledge with gratitude your efforts on behalf of the 
profession. 

I feel that the majority of the solicitors are apathetic, and will 
remain so till too late. What will then be the condition of solicitors ? 
I can best imagine by taking my own case, and I believe that an im- 
mense number are like me. 

As a country solicitor, the bulk of my business is conveyancing. I 
entered the profession forty years ago. My articles were stamped 
£120; the premium £250; my admission £30, and my certificate duty 
for thirty-five years £210. 

I think I understand my business, for I may say that no client 
has lost £5 by any blunder of mine in conveyancing, nor have I had 
a deed set aside or mishap in conveyancing. Iam growing old and 
could not now learn or take up any other business, and there is 
nothing for me but to go on to the end and live by the exercise of the 
only calling I know. I have educated two sons in the profession, 
hoping they might ultimately carry on, and make their living ont of, 
the connection I have got together by thirty-five years’ labour. Each 
son has cost me in education more than I cost my father, as I wished 
to give them advantages denied to myself 

If I am to be deprived of my conveyancing business my chief means 
of existence are gone. I cannot turn to any other trade or profession, 
and I see ruin almost staring me in the face. I have always avoided 
litigious business, and cannot “ cultivate” that. Bankruptcy /.«s gone 
already. I know not what I shall do! 

Now this may look like the view of a “‘ pessimist,” but i/ our con- 
veyancing is to go, is it not the case of the majority of our profession ? 

Doubtless the Incorporated Law Society will do its best, and I am 
sure our excellent president will too. But that is not enough. In 
every town the solicitors should be told by the parent society to see 
their members of Parliament and shew them what is meant—shew 
them how, to effect our extinction, every owner of property, 
whether a landed estate in a ring fence or a cottage in a village, 
freehold or leasehold, will have his title riddled and be put to 
large cost, much greater than he now has to pay on sale or mortgage, 
and be put to great personal trouble. How, when he wants to deal 





putable, as has been pointed out on more than one occasion in these | with his property in future, he will not have to go to the man he 
columns. In many instances the carefully-considered Janguage of | trusts, but to a public office, and months will gg oye = b ~ 
the provisions contained in the old County Courts Act has been | things can be finished. Publicity in a iis dealings wi 
altered in the County Courts Act, 1888, without any apparent | be insured. And what is it all for? That a Tord Chan- 
reason, with the result that, in order to render many of the new | cellor who is ignorant of the law of real property or conveyan- 
enactments intelligible, violence has to be done to the actual words | cing (for we all know in what kind of practice he was) shall be 
used, as the adoption of a literal construction would certainly defeat | able to exercise his patronage amongst possibly a few thousand 
the real intention of the Legislature. Sections 65, 66, and 68 of the | briefless barristers in this kingdom, men mostly wholly ignorant of 
new Act well exemplify what we have just stated. For, had the | more than the mere outline of the law of real property, who will take 
framers of these sections been contented to adhere more closely to | the position of public officials, and exterminate those who have spent 
the language of the old enactments on the same subjects, they would | their lives and their substance in learning their profession and doing 
have avoided the difficulties and anomalies which the sections in | their duty. A 
question have given rise to, and which, in one instance, has already | I have always been a Conservative, and have rendered signal 
called forth most emphatic judicial criticism (see per Lord Esher in | service to my party, but this is a cruel return ' 
Curtis vy. Stovin, ante, p. 227). The County Court Rules, 1889, are | It is too late in life for us to become surveyors, doctors, account- 
also characterized by some careless drafting, and, as Mr. Pitt-Lewis | ants, or stockbrokers, and each of those callings demands a special and 
is careful to point out, omit to repeal many reforms which might | complete training. What must we do ° 
advantageously have been introduced. Moreover, they contain at, There is nothing for it but for us to make our power felt througin 
least one serious mistake, and the appendix of forms contains several. | our representatives, but I a Ps are all wee the — 
With a view to correcting what are somewhat disingenuously | directions of the Incorporated Law Society. Shall we wait any 
designated as ‘‘ printer’s pe circular letters were indeed issued | longer or till too late ? A Nortu Country Soriciror. 
by the Treasury in February last; but, as regards these letters, we | April 24. 
agree with Mr. Pitt-Lewis in thinking that, as they are only signed ! ee ee 
by the superintendent of county courts, and not by the persons pre- | 7 the Baas ‘the Selicttord Journal. 
scribed by section 164 of the County Courts Act, 1888, they have no | [Tv the Editor of the Soltca a OUurncs. 
legal validity whatever, and are wholly inoperative. : . Sir,—I think it would assist the profession and the land owning 
The notes which the author has — to ver — sections | public, in the consideration of ate am, —r = your a 
of the new Act are both explanatory and critical, and, moreover, | who have had experience of the working o e existing Lan 
contain references to all the recently decided cases. We commend Registry Office would, with your permission, give it in your 
the notes to sections 56, 65, 66, a = 146 as pag —— 'columns. The Bill is mane serious — the country, and 
meritorious. The absence of any table of cases is to be regretted, | information in the direction I suggest would be of use, Sg gh 
though in a work of this kind such a table is not indispensable, as the | Manchester, April 18. W. We ae 
cases cited are, of course, placed under the various sections to which (For instance, we should be glad of particulars of the case men- 
they relate. The tabular indices, which recede the text of the Act, tioned by Mr. Haldane, M.P., in the House of Commons, in ey 
leave nothing to be desired, and there is also an excellent index to the | the office “ charged £600 for the transfer of an estate worth £3,000. 


Act at the end of the volume. l — ip; 8.) 


a THE CERTIFICATE DUTY, 

The St. James’s Gazette says that nearly twenty millions ene is [To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
the amount of personal estate disposed of by wills reported in the papers _ . shi Me - ae i ei ahi 
during the feel quaatae of this rom. Twenty wills accounted for more Sir,— I shall be obliged if you w ill allow ~ de the = pod Pelaal 
than ten millions of personalty. Five estates, each with personalty | Te solution on this matter, referred to in your last issue, to say a we 
exceeding half a million, gave an aggregate of £5,638, 294, }or two on the subject. 
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Had the point you raise as to the opportuneness of my motion 
been mooted earlier, I certainly should not have persisted in it, but 
although the notice of the motion had been sent to each member of 
the society, and published in the professional journals a fortnight 
before the meeting, the point was never suggested to me. 7 

One would have thought that if the resolution were so ‘“‘ pernici- 
ous” (to quote the president), at least one of the forty who voted 
against it would have pointed out, either privately or at the meeting 
itself, the dire results which might be expected to ensue. As a 
matter of fact the first intimation I heard of the relation in which 
this queation stands to the Land Transfer Bill was from the lips of 
the president himself, who made his ‘“ statement” after the debate 
was closed (I having replied), and immediately put the motion to the 
meeting, thereby excluding one from withdrawing it or replying to 
his remarks. . 

The fact that the provincial societies and the council considered 
the abolition ‘‘inexpedient,” goes for nothing; they have don» so 
time after time, but no r:ason for their so doing has ever been given. 

That the resolution will be recorded on the minutes of the society 
I do not regret, but it is the fault of those who did not take pains to 
prevent this result, and not mine; I did not solicit a single vote in 
my support, nor did I, with one or two exceptions, even know the 
names of my supporters till the published report appeared. 

Iam, therefore, only speaking for myself when I say that I think 
the matter may be allowed to rest, sor the present, further action at 
this time appearing to be inopportune. HERBERT M. Low. 

12, Bread-street, Cheapside, 11.C., April 24. 


*.* We regret that a letter from Mr. Hastie, which reaches us on 
the eve of going to press, is too late for insertion this week. 


CASES OF THE LAST SITTINGS.* 
Court of Appeal, 
CARDIGAN v. CURZON-HOWE—No. 2, 13th April. 


Sertitep Lann—Sarte sy Tenant ror Lire—App ication or CAPITAL 
Monex—Costs Incrpentat to Exercitsr or Powernxs or Act—Costs or | 
Oxstarnsinc Consent or Mortcacee or Lire Estare—Serritep Lanp | 


Act, 1882, ss. 21 (x.), 53. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Chitty, J. (ante, p. 107, 40 
Ch. D. 338). The question was whether, upon the sale of a settled 
estate by the tenant for life, in exercise of the power conferred upon 
her by the Settled Land Act, 1852, the costs of obtaining the consent 
and concurrence of mortgagees of her life estate could properly be 


paid out of the ‘‘ capital money’’ produced by the sale Section 21 of | 


the Act provides that ‘‘capitsl money arising under this Act 


dental to the exercise of any of the powers, or the execution of any of the 


provisions, of this Act.’’ Section 53 provides that ‘‘a tenant for life shall, | 


in exercising any power under this Act, have regard to the interests of 
all parties entitled under the settlement, and shall, in relation to the 
exercise thereof by him, be deemed to be in the position, and to have the 
duties and liabilities, of a trustee for those parties.’’ Chitty, J., held that 
the costs in question were nct ‘‘incidental’’ to the exercise of the statu- 
tory power ot sale, and declined to allow them to be paid out of capital 
money. And he eaid that, if he had a discretion, he should decline to 
exercise it by allowing the costs. 

Tue Covrt (Lord Harsnury, L.C., and Corron and Linpiey, L.JJ.) 
affirmed the decision. Lord Hausnvry, L.C., was not prepared to agree 
with Chitty, J., that the costs in question were not incidental to the 
exercise of the power of sale. But he thought the court had a discretion, 
and that the discretion had been rightly exercised in disallowing the costs. 
Cotton, L J., said that the allowance of costs out of ‘‘ capital money ”’ was 
not obligatory. A mortgage of the life estate of a tenant for life was 
generally made for his own beneficial interest, and though he was, as 
regarded his responsibilities, placed by section 53 in the position of a 
trustee, he ought not, as a general rule, to be allowed out of ** capital 
money ’’ costs which arose out of that which he had done for his own 
benefit. There might, possibly, be cases in which a mortgage of the life 


estate of a tenant for life had been made not exclusively for his own | 
benefit, but as a general rule the costs of obtaining the concurrence of | 


such a mortgagee in a sale of the estate by the tenant for life ought not 


to be paid out of ‘‘ capital money.’’ This was a rule on which trustees | 


might safely act. Linpiey, L.J., concurred.—Covnsex, Byrne, Q.C., and 
B. Fossett Lock; Romer, Q.C., and Nalder. Soutcrrors, Warren, Gardner, 
§ Murton; A. H. & R. Steele. 
BAINBRIDGE v, SMITH—No. 2, Ist April. 
Comrany—D1rector—QuALIFICATION—SHARES HELD IN “' Own Ricut.” 
A question arose in this case as to the sufliciency of the qualification of 





| 


* These cases are specially reported for the SoLiciTors’ JOURNAL by barristers 
appointed in the different courts. r } 








the managing director of a company. The appeal was from an inter. 
locutory injunction granted by Stirling, J., to restrain the directors of a 
company from excluding the plaintiff from his office of managing director, 
The articles of association of the company (which was formed to acquire 
a brewery business), adopting an agreement entered into prior to the 
formation of the company, provided that H. G. Bainbridge, one of the 
vendors to the company, was to be a managing director for five years; at 
the expiration of that period, or on his death previously, his son, the 
plaintiff, was to succeed him. H. G. Bainbridge having died, the plain- 
tiff asserted his right to act as managing director, and, the ordinary 
directors having objected to his acting, this action was brought claiming 
an injunction to the above effect. The main defence was that the 
plaintiff's office was vacated, because he had not acquired the necessary 
number of qualifying shares in time, and that the shares which he did 
afterwards acquire did not qualify him, because they were not held “in 
his own right.” Article 91 of the articles of association provided for the 
vacation of the office of a director (inter alia) ‘‘if he cease to hold the 
required amount of shares or stock to qualify him for the office, or do not 
acquire the same within one month after election or appointment.” 
Article 101 provided that the qualification of a managing director should 
be ‘‘ the holding in his own right of shares or stock of the company of 
the nominal value of £25,000” (a larger amount than that required for the 
qualification of an ordinary director). Article 102 provided that managing 
directors should not retire by rotation, but should be subject to remova! 
by a meeting of shareholders. The plaintiff held some shares during the 
lifetime of his father, and after his father’s death he and his co-executors 
of his father’s will transferred into his name a eufficient number of shares 
| which had belonged to his father to qualify him as managing director. 
| The defendants alleged that he did not hold the shares so transferred to 

him “in his own right,’’ but as a trustee under his father's will, having 
| no beneficial interest in them, and that, not having acquired them till more 
| thau a month after his father’s death, he had not obtaiued the qualifica- 
tion in time. On behalf of the plaintiff it was argued that he had qualified 
within a reasonable time ; that the article as to qualifying within a month 
of election did not apply to a managing director, and that, even if it could 
be shewn that he did not hold the shares as his absolute property, the 
decision of Jessel, M.R., in Pulbrook v. Richmond Consolidated Mining Co 
(22 Soxrcrrons’ Jovrnat, 802, 9 Ch. D. 610), shewed that the mere fact 
that he was the legally registered holder of the shares satisfied the re- 
quirements of the articles as to qualification. It was also urged for the 
defendants that the company had power to dismiss the plaintiff, and that 
an injunction ought not to be granted without taking the sense of a 
| general meeting of shareholders. 

Tue Covrr thought that a meeting of the shareholders ought to be con- 
vened. Corron, L.J., was of opinion that the articles which dealt with 
| directors were partly, but not altogether, applicable to the managing 
| directors appointed by agreement. lie did not think that the require- 

ment that qualifying shares should be acquired within one month after 
| ‘election or appointment’’ was applicable to a managing director. The 
plaintiff was not ‘‘ elected or appointed” at his father’s death, he was 
appointed under the original agreement, and the words were not applic- 
able to him. Then the question arose whether the plaintiff was the 
| holder of the shares ‘‘in his own right,’’ and reliance was placed on 








A ‘ : . Rhee » | Pulbrook v. Richmond Consolidated Mining Co. In his lordship’s opinion 
shall, when received, be invested or otherwise applied wholly in one, or | 


partly in one and partly in another or others of the following modes”? | 
(inter alsa) ‘‘(x.) In payment of costs, charges, and expenses of or inci- | 


the words ‘‘in his own right’’ qualified the description of a person who 
was simply a holder of shares, and the phrase was intended to mean a 
beneficial holder. If a man who held shares had mortgaged them he 
| would still be the beneficial owner, for he would still be interested in the 
value of the shares ; but, if he was on the register of members as holder 
for someone else, he was not the bolder “‘in his own right.’? His Jord- 
ship entirely agreed with the decision in Pulbrook v. Richmond Consolidated 
Mining Co. He considered that if a man had mortgaged his sharesin such a 
way that he still remained on the register, he was as much interested inrecing 
that the value of the shares kept up as if be had not mortgaged them, aud 
was the holderin his own right. But some observations were made by Jessel, 
M.R., in that case with which his lordship did not agree, and as the matter 
| had now come before the Court of Appeal for the first time, he thought he 
ought to express his view on the subject. He did not agree that there 
could be a registration with some qualification of title; indeed, the pro- 
| Vision that trusts should not be recognized was contrary to such;a regis- 

tration. The plaintiff had not answered the charge of the defendants, 

and the court could not decide the question on imperfect evidence ; if it 

should turn out that the shares were placed in the plaintiff's name under 

some family arrangement they would not be his ‘‘in his own right,” 

and he would not have a sufficient qualification. In the meantime, if the 

defendants would undertake to call a meetivg of the shareholders, the 

motion should stand over. But his lordship thought it right to say that, 
| in his opinion, if the meeting did not wish the plaintiff to act as a director, 
| an injunction ought not to be granted. Linpizy, L.J., agreed with ‘all 


| the observations of Cotton, L.J., with the important exception that he 
| Was not prepared to dissent from the view taken by Jessel, M.R., in 
| Pulirook v. Richmond Consolidated Mining Co. If he had had to consider for the 
first time the meaning of the phrase “‘ holder in his own right”’ of shares 
as @ qualification he should not have taken the same view as Jessel, M.R., 
did. But it was another thing to upset that which had been the acknow- 
ledged rule for twelve years. He thought the phrase had acquired an 
acknowledged definite meaning by usage, and that it meant that the 
person should hold the shares in such a manner that the company could 
safely deal with him as if he held them as his own. This formed an 
extremely practical rule which had been acted on for a long while. His 
lordship was, therefore, not prepared to say that the plaintiff was not 
qua'ified.—CounsgL, Rigby, QC., and Chadwyck Healey; Buelley, Q.C., 
and Farwell. Souicrtors, Frith Needham ; J. Harwood. , 








ee ae ee a ee ee ee 


Hime aon dé, 


a. ee ee 






ire 


ne 


in 


he 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





April 27, 1889. 








— 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re PHILLIPS (DECEASED), ROBINSON v. BURKE—Chitty, J., 
13th April. 
Wuts Act (1 Vicr. c. 26), s, 27—Gengrat Girt—SetrteEMENt—Powenr or 
APPOINTMENT, 


In this case a question arose whether a general residuary bequest in a 
will, operated under the Wills Act, s. 27, as an exercise of a power of 
appointment of funds contained in a settlement. By the settlement in 
question the testator assigned to trustees certain funds upon trust that 
tuey should be invested and dealt with in such manner in all respects as 
he should from time to time order and direct by any writing (but not by 
his will unless he should expressly refer to the trust funds and premises). 
lt appeared that in the case ofa similar settlement made by the same 
testator (Char/ss v. Burke), Kay, J. (W. N. 1888, p. 244,), had decided ,the 
question in the negative, on the ground that the power in the settlement 
was, in effect, a power of revocation and appointment, and that the will 
did not operate as a revocation of the power. Re Marsh, Mason v. Thorne 
37 W.R. 10, 38 Ch. D, 630) was, however, referred to in support of the proposi- 
tion that the effect of section 27 of the Wills Act was to constitute a general 
testamentary gift an exercise of such a power, notwithstanding the express 
restriction contained in the settlement as to any testamentary appointment 
being confined to only such an appointment as should expressly refer to 
the will. 

Cutty, J., said that, although he quite agreed that he should not read 
the settlement so as to find the contrary intention which was mentioned in 
section 27 of the Wills Act, yet to ascertain what did pass by the will and 
how far the settlement was affected by the will could only be ascertained 
by placing the settlement by the side of the will. The instrument exer- 
cising the power became part of the instrument creating the power, and 
both must be read together to collect the intention properly (1 Jarman on 
Will, 4th ed., p. 685). It was plain that the testator had, under the 
settlement, no power to appoint in any manner he should think fit within 
the words of section 27, but only by means of a special reference to the 
rettlement. He therefore held that the will did not affect the settlement. 
He should, if necessary, have been prepared to follow the decision of 
Kay, J., in Charles v. Burke. He also should have felt himself in a 
difficulty as to feeling himself bound to adopt the decision in Re Marsh. 
The cases, however, were distinguishable.—OounseL, Romer, Q.C., and 
Warrington Allen; Bramwell Davis. Soxtcrtors, Potter, Sandford, § 
Kilvington ; Allen §& Son. [See observations, ante, p. 150. ] 


Re THE PONTYPRIDD AND RHONDDA VALLEY TRAMWAYS C0.— 
North, J., 12th April. 

Company—WInpING tp—Restratntnc Proceepincs — Tramway Company 
—Inaurry As TO Promoters pirEcTED BY Board or Trapg—Companies 
Act, 1862, s. 87—Tramways Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vicr. c. 78), ss. 4, 
42, 44, 

This company was in liquidation, and this was a motion by the official 
liquidator, under section 87 of the Companies Act, 1862, for an injunction 
to restrain the carrying on of certain proceedings before a referee, which 
had been directed by the Board of Trade under section 4 of the Tramways 
Act, 1870. The construction of the tramways had been authorized by a 
provisional order made by the Board of Trade under section 4 of the Act, 
certain persons being named in the order as the promoters. After the 
tramways had been opened for traffic, the Board of Trade, under the pro- 
visions of section 42, had directed an inquiry by a referee into the truth of 
a representation which had been made to them by two local boards that the 
promoters of the tramways were inrolvent, co that they were unable to 
raintain the tramways or work them with advantage tothe public. Sec- 
tion 42 provides that, if, upon such an inquiry, ‘‘the referee shall find that 
the promoters are so insolvent as aforesaid,’’ the Board of Trade may 
make an order declaring that the powers of the promoters shall, at the 
expiration of six months from the making of the order, be at an end, and 


that thereupon the powers of the promoters shall cease and determine at | 


the end of that period, unless the same are purchased by the local 
authority in manner by the Act provided, and thereupon the road 
suthority may remove the tramways. The motion sought to restrain the 
carrying on of these proceedings before the referee. The Board of Trade, 
the referee, and the two local boards were made respondents to the motion. 
The company had purchased the undertaking from the promoters, but 
the sale had not been made with the consent of the Board of Trade, as 
provided by section 44. 

Nort, J., refused the motion. He was of opinion that the inquiry 
before the referee was not a proceeding against the company, and that he 
could not, under section 87, restrain the proceedings upon an inquiry which 
had been directed by the Board of Trade under the provisions of an Act of 
Parliament.—CovunsrL, Beddall; Ingle Joyce; Hornell; E. Ford. Soxrct- 
Tors, Stevens, Bawtree, § Stevens; Solicitor to the Lard of Trade; T. W. § 
TL. B. Nelson ; Rhys § Hooper. 


TOMLIN v. LUCE—Kekewich, J., 13th April. 
Monr1caceEre—SateE—Error in ParticuLtars —CompensaTion—Liasiiirty. 


In this case the question arose whether a mortgagee selling under his 
power of sale is liable to eccount for the amount which he has been com- 
pelled to allow by way of compensation for an error in the description of 
the property. Certain property was mortgaged to the defendants, and 
subsequently to the plaintiffs as second mortgagees. No power of rale was 
contained in the mortgage deed, and there was nothing in the deed 


altering the implied power of sale conferred by the Conveyancing Act, 1881. 
In February, 1886, the defendants put the premises up for sale, the 
particulars, prepared by an auctioneer employed by the defendants, con- 
tained a statement that ‘‘ all the roads on the property are constructed in 
| the best possible manner, are kerbed and sewered, and there is perfect 
drainage.’’ This was, in fact, erroneous, and after the sale the vendors 
were obliged to allow the purchasers £895 by way of compensation, which 
left nothing at all for the second mortgagee. This was held by Keke- 
wich, J., to have been a prudent and proper allowance, but he reserved 
judgment on the point whether the first mortgagees should account for 
this sum or not. 

Kexewicn, J., said the relations of mortgagor and mortgagee were not 
easily defined. A mortgagee was not in any proper technical sense a 
trustee of his power of sale, or any like powers, for the mortgagor, and 
to say that he occupied a fiduciary position towards the mortgagor was 
not precise. The power of sale, though meant to enable him to realize, 
cannot be exercised regardless of all other persons than himself. Farrar 
v. Farrar § Co. (40 Ch. D. 410) shewed that he owes a duty to the owners 
of the equity of redemption. He can employ agents, instruct a solicitor, 
and through him an auctioneer, and a counsel to settle the conditions, but 
he is liable for what is done by his agents, though he cannot be made 
liable for mere errors of judgment, or matters not seriously affecting the 
success of asale. But if a serious blunder is committed involving a large 
diminution of the purchase-money he is answerable, and he cannot shield 
himself behind his agent. That is the law, and I decide the case only as 
between mortgagor and mortgagee, without going into the question of any 
subsidiary liability. Now the misstatement here was as to a matter of 
fact which could have been easily ascertained before the particulars were 
| prepared. It isno mere error of judgment, or a matter merely of detail, but 
seems to me to fall into a more serions category. The first mortgagees are, 
I think, liable to the second mortgagees, who are standing here in the shoes 
of the mortgagor. In taking the accounts between them the first mort- 
gagees must be charged with this £895 as part of the purchase-money 
which they have, or, rather, ought to have, received.—CounseL, R. Neville, 
QC., and C. Browne; Warmington, Q.C., and G. H. Lea. Soxicrrors, 
F. J. Thairlwall ; Lane, Monroe, § Soutter. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE VOLUNTARY HONOURS EXAMINATION, 


The first four questions in the conveyancing paper chiefly hinged on 
four of those statutes which have during the present century so materially 
affected the law of real and personal property. Although two of the re- 
maining six questions might be termed easy, still the latter part of the 
paper would virtually decide the order of merit among those who were 
present. The equity paper would be easy enough to students who had 
kept their attention fixed on Brett’s Leading Cases, and the important 
recent cases of Hancock v. Hanecch, Davies v. Davies, &c.; probably the 
last question on company law and equitable assignment was the hardest 
of the set. As far as common law and bankruptcy can be tested by ten 
questions, the paper set in these subjects affords a good test. Perhaps 
the second question savours a little too much of conveyancing, but it 
is difficult at the present day to keep the various subjects distinct, and 
bills of sale are generally closely connected with bankruptcy proceedings. 
| The remaining paper in those subjects which are generally a slough of 
| despond at the pass examination to any unfortunate student who has not 
| allowed himself a sufficient margin of time to ‘‘ cram’’ up the work, was 
| of a very ordinary character. We generally fecl very nervous ourselves 
| when students appear with these papers, but this time most of the 

questions appear simple enough, and were, no doubt, easier than those set 

at any pass examination lately, but that is not very surprising when we 

consider that only experts in those particular branches of law could satis- 
| factorily answer some of the questions set in these extra subjects which 
| were till recently optional at tue pass examination. 








} 








LEGAL NEWS. 

APPOINTMENTS. 
| Mr. Gzorce Cravatt Firurrer, solicitor, of Wareham and Swanage, 
| has been appointed Deputy-Registrar of the Wareham County Court 
| (Circuit No. 55). Mr. Filler is town clerk of Wareham. He was admitted 
a solicitor in 1877, and he is in partnership with his father, Mr. Freeland 

Filliter, who is recorder of Wareham and registrar of the Wareham 
; County Court. 
| Mr. Danret Cuantes Epwarps, solicitor, of Llanelly, Kidwelly, and 
Burryport, has been appointed Clerk to the Lianelly Board of Guardians, 
Asscssment Committee, School Attendance Committee, and Rural Sani- 
tary Authority, and Superintendent-Registrar for the Llanelly District, in 
succession to his partner, the late Mr. Mansell Rees Mr. Edwards was 
admitted a solicitor in 1878. He is town clerk and clerk of the peace and 
clerk to the magistrates for the borough of Kidwelly. 

Mr. James Parkinson Sueruenn, solicitor, of Penrith and Appleby, 
has been appointed by the High Sheriff of Westmoreland (Mr. Francis 
Markham) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the evsuing year. Mr. 
Shepherd was admitted a solicitor in 1861. 


Mr. Aran Hexry Bexurncuam, barrister, has succeeded to a baronetcy 
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on the death of his father, Sir Alan Bellingham. Sir A. H. Bellingham 
was born in 1846. He was educated at Harrow and at Exeter College, 
Oxford, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in November, 
1875. Hewas M.P. for the county of Louthin the Home Rule interest 
from 1880 till 1885 

Mr. Recinatp Warts, solicitor, of Plymouth, has been appointed by 
the High Sheriff of Devonshire (Mr. William John Watts) to be Under- 
Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Watts was admi:ted a 
solicitor in 1883. 

Mr. Wituram Joun Darewry, solicitor, of Burton-on-Trent, has been 
appointed by the High Sheriff of Staffordshire (Mr. Albert Octavius 
Worthington) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Drewry was admitted a solicitor in 1859. 


Mr. Cuartzes Ricuarp Horrsmeister, Attorney-General of British 
Honduras, who has been appointed to act as Chief Justice of that colony, 
is the third son of Dr. William Carter Hoffmeister, and was born in 
1856. He was educated at Caius College, Cambridge. He was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in May, 1878, and he formerly practised on the 
Western Circuit. 

Mr. Frepertck HarpyMaAN Parker, barrister, who has been appointed 
to act as Attorney-General of British Honduras, is the only son of Mr. 
William Alexander Parker, formerly Chief Justice of British Honduras. 
He was educated at the University of Edinburgh. He was called to the | 
bar at the Inner Temple in June, 1880, and he is registrar of the 
Supreme Court of British Honduras. 

Mr. Joun WiirraAM Snack eton, colicitor, of Todmorden, in the county 
of Lancaster, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 








Mr. Evwarp Eston Evans, solicitor (of the firm of Eaton, Evans, & 
Williams), of Haverfordwest, Milford Haven, and Narberth, has been 
appointed by the High Sheriff of Pembrokeshire (Mr. John Donald George 
Higgon) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. 
Evans was admitted a solicitor in 1856. 


Mr. Henry Artuver Peaxr, solicitor (of the firm of Peake, Snow, & | 
Peake), of Sleaford, has been appointed Clerk to the Contagious Diseases 
(Animals) Act Committee for the Sleaford Division of Lincolnshire. Mr. 
Peake was admitted a solicitor in 1877. 


Mr. Avtpyevs Henry Ronornam, solicitor (of the firm of Robotham, 
Attwood, & Robotham), of Derby, has been appointed by the High | 
Sheriff of Derbyshire (Mr. William Gladwin Turbutt) to be Under- 
Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Robotham was admitted | 
a solicitor in 1857. 


Mr. Benyamin Appincton Apams, solicitor, of Oakham, has been 
appointed by the High Sheriff of Rutlandshire (Mr. Blake Alexander 
Hankey) to be Under-Sheriff of that county fur the ensuing year. Mr. | 
Adams was admitted a solicitorin 1872. He is in partnership with his 
father, Mr. Benjamin Adams, who is clerk of the peace for Rutlandshire 
and clerk to the lieutenancy. 


| 
Mr. Jonn Davin Raw rns, solicitor, of Lymington, bas been appointed | 
Superintendent-Registrar of Births, Deaths, and Marriages for the | 
Lymington District, in succession to his partner, the late Mr. Edward 
Horatio Moore. Mr. Rawlins was admitted a solicitor in 1876. He is | 
town clerk of Lymington and clerk to the Lymington Board of Guardians, | 
the borough magistrates, and the commissioners of taxes. 


Mr. Joun Tuomas Tween, solicitor (of the firm of Tweed, Stephen, & 
Dashper), of Lincoln and Skegness, has been appointed by the High- 
Sheriff of Lincolnshire (Mr. Alfred Shuttleworth) to be Under-Sheriff of 
that county for the ensuing year. 
of Lincoln. 


He was admitted a solicitor in 18-45. 


Mr. Ronert Youncer, advocate, has been appointed Lecturer on Con- | 
stitutional Law and History in the University of Edinburgh. 


GENERAL, 


We are glad to learn that Mr. Baron Huddleston’s health was reported | 
on Thursday to have decidedly improved. 


It is stated that Lord Mure, the Senior Judge of the Court of Session, 
who has been ill for several weeks, has left Edinburgh for Bournemouth, | 
where he will stay for some time to recruit his health; and it is under- | 
stood that he intends to resign before the end of the Long Vacation. 


The elaborate preparations made some time since for the purpose of 
illuminating the chambers and offices in the Inner Temple generally with 
the electric light have now been deSinitely abandoned, and the extensive 
excavations made in the Inner Temple-gardens for the reception of the 
plant aud machinery necessary for the purpose are now being filledin, and 
the gardens will shortly resume their usual appearance. 


The following are the dates fixed by the judzes for holding the ensuing 
Spring Assizes, viz. :—North-Eastern Circuit (Mr. Justice Field and Mr. 
Justice Hawkins)—Leeds, Saturday, May 18. Northern Circuit (Mr. 
Justice Stephen and a Royal Commissioner)—Manchester, Saturday, May | 
11; Liverpool, Saturday, May 18. Both civil and criminal business will | 
be taken at these places. The foregoing towns are the only places at 
which Spring Agsizes will be held. 


The St. James's Gazette says that ‘‘ Mr. Pyke, solicitor, of New Bond- 
street,”” London, was riding out to the review at Portsdown, from Ports- 
mouth, when his horse became‘restive and threw him. He was removed 





to the hospital, where he was found to be suffering from concussion of the 
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brain, while there’were symptoms also of a fracture at the base of the 
skull. He lies in a very precarious condition. [We hope that Mr. Pike, 
of Old Burlington-street, is not meant. | 


An important application was heard at the Bridgend County Court on 
the 16th inst., made on behalf of the Glamorgan County Council to tax 
the bills of the deputy returning officer in respect: of costs incurred at the 
election contests. Mr. Stevens, barrister, represented the county council, 
and Mr. Plews, of Merthyr, the legal profession. Judge Williams agreed 
with the opposing solicitor that the power was vested in the provisional 
council, but that the tsme had lapsed for making the application, which 
was therefore dismissed. His Honour expressed a similar opinion as to 
the by-elections. 


The Albany Law Journal says: They are telling a good story in London 
about those two eminent ecclesiastical lawyers, Mr. Jeune, ( C., and Sir 
Walter Phillimore, QC. They appeared recently before the Archbishop's 
Court on behalf of the Bishop of Lincoln, to question the jurisdiction of 
the court in his case. The archbishop, in full vestments, entered the court, 
and raising his hands, said: ‘‘ Let us pray.’? Mr. Jeune, as became the 
son of a bishop, at once knelt, but Sir Walter, realizing that he was there 
to take objection to the court, remained standing. When the court was 
up, Sir Walter upbraided his colleague for his illegal praying. ‘‘ My dear 
Phillimore,’’ said Mr. Jeune, ‘‘ I was praying without prejudice.” 

There has been a quite unusual amount of attention bestowed by the 
penny-a-liners on the Easter retreats of the learned judges, who will dis- 
cover that it is vain to attempt to escape the watchful eye of the press. 
Thus we learn that the Lord Chief Justice and Lady Coleridge have been in 


| Cornwall for the vacation, aud are making a tour through the Lizard and 
| Land’s End districts; that Lord and Lady Esher spent Easter at Heath 
Farm, Watford, and that Sir Henry Hawkins has been staying at the 


Rougemont Hotel, Exeter, during Easter, and even the place at which Sir 
James Bacon has been spending Easter is duly chronicled. The chroniclers 


| have also made up their minds that Mr. Baron Huddleston, Mr. Justice 


Denman, Sir William Field, and Sir James Hannen are all about to retire. 
This is an unusually ‘‘ large order.” 


At the opening of the Liverpool Quarter Sessions on Tuesday, a letter 


| was read from Lord Derby resigning the post of Chairman of the Bench, 
| which he has held for thirty-three years. 


Lord Derby said he had before 
desired to retire, believing that the duties of the office would be better 
filled by one possessing professional experience. He withdrew his 
resignation in view of possible changes in the law, and in deference to a 
generally expressed wish. Those changes, however, did not appear to be 
immediately pending, and he reverted to his former decision, again 
expressing bis view that the Chairmanship should be undertaken by a 
The Magistrates resolved to accept the 
resignation with regret, and proceeded to elect a Chairman in Lord 
Derby’s place. Mr. Henry Bleckley, who has for some years acted as 
deputy chairman, was unanimously elected as chairman. 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
APPEAL COURT ee 
v. 


NO. 2. 





Mr. Justice 
CHITTY. 
Mr. Jackson 


Date. 


Mr. Clowes Mr. Pugh 






Tuesday ....... Koe Lavie Carrington 
Wednesday, Clowes Pugh Jackson 
Thursday . Koe Lavie Carrington 
riday Clowes Pugh Jackson 
Saturday Koe Lavie Carrington 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NORTH. STIRLING. KEKEWICH. 


Monday, April ...........29 Mr. Rolt Mr. Pemberton Mr. Beal 
| er Godfrey Ward seach 
Wednesday, May .... 1 Rolt Pemberton Beal 
(i OS ee Godfrey Ward Leach 
| eee Rolt Pemberton Beal 
Saturday 4 Godfrey Ward Leach 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.——Frmpay, April 19, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

CANADIAN ASBESTOS AND ANTIMONY Co,, LIMITED.—Stirling, J., has fixed Wed- 
seen May 1, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liqui- 
dator 

DIAMOND CuTTING Co., LiMITED.—Stirling, J., has, by an order dated April 1, ap- 
pointed Ernest Henry Collins, 194, Coleman st, to be official liquidator. Credi- 
tors are required, on or before May 20, to send their names anu addresss, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. ‘Tuesday, May 28, at 12, 
is appointed for hearin: - nd adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

PHOTOGRAPHIC Vo., Lim). «D.—Stirling, J , has, by an order dated April 6, ap- 
pointed John Reeves |. .erman, 10, Moorgate st, to be official liquidator 





| ScotcH WHISKY DISTILLERS, LIMIT&D.—By an order made by Chitty, J., dated 


April 12,1t was ordered that the company be wound up. 
Chancery lane, solors for petner 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
AUCKLAND MUTUAL BUILDING aND INVKSTMENT SOCIETY. —Petn for winding up, 
poseneses April 8, directed to be heard before North, J., on Saturday, May 4. 
Meredith & Uo., New sa, Lincoln’s inn, agents for Jennings & Bowser, Bishop 
Auckland, solors for petners 
DaGa@xtt’s Boor SOLE SYNDICATE.—Chitty, J., has fixed Wednesday, May 1, at 
11, at his chambers, for the Sopa of an official liquidator 
COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Stark Sauce AND PICKLE Co., LimITED,—By an order made by the Vice- 


Boxall & Boxall, 
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Chancellor, dated March 25, it was ordered that the company be wound up. 


Bowden & Walker, Manchester, solors for petner 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. \ 
SUTTON ENGINEMEN AND FIREMEN’S PHILANTHROPIC SICK AND BURIAL DIVIDING 


SocretTy, Vulcan Inn, Sutton, St Helens, Lancaster. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 23. 


solors for petner 





UNIVERSAL Sruprex Typz WRITER, LimiITED.—Creditors are 
before June 1, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Charles Walter Grimwade, 60, Queen Victoria st. Tuesday, 


| was ordered that the company be wound up. Tayler & Son, Gt James st, 


uired, on or 


April 15 June 18, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating on debts and claims 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


CANADIAN ASBESTOS AND ANTIMONY Co., LimITED.—By an order made by 
Stirling, J., dated April 13, it was ordered that the company be wound up. 


Kearsey & Co, Old Jewry, solors for the company 
DESEADA COBALT AND COPPER MINEs OF SPAIN, Liu 


Chitty, J., dated April 13, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the company be continued. Bradford, Queen Victoria st, solor and petner in 


person 
Hutt TaLLow REFINING Co., Lrurrep.—Creditors are required, on or before 

May 22, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts o 

claims, to Henry Newson Smith, 37, Walbrook. Thursday, June 6, at 12, is 


County PALATINE OF LANCASTER, 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


' Star Sauce AND Prick Co., Lurrep.—The Registrar has fixed Friday, May 3, 
at. (2, at Duchy chmbrs, 2, Clarence st, Manchester, for the appointment of an 


official liquidator 


rd, Liverpool. April 20 
WOISTANTON FRIENDLY 
April 18 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


ITED.—By an order made by Cyriprey Pr.cRims BENEFIT Socisry, Childrey, nr Wantage, Berks. April 17 
HAND-IN-HAND EpGE Hitt FRIenDiy SICK AND BURIAL SOCIETY, 150, Wavertree 


Socrety, National Schools, Wolstanton, Stafford. 








appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon debts and claims 


SouTH WALES SMELTING Oo., LrwmiTED.—By an order made by Chitty, J, dated 
April 13, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Field & Co, Lincoln’s 
inn fields, agents for Collins & Wood, Swansea, solors for petners 

Tre STAMP Uo., LimiTEp,—By an order made by North, J., dated April 13, it 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette—F ripay, April 19, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALLEN, I. Barrow, late Holford sq, Clerkenwell, | 


occupation unknown High Court Pet March 25 
Ord April 16 

AYLES, ROBERT ANDREWS, the younger, Weymouth, 
Builder Dorchester Pet April17 Ord April 17 


Back, MAYER HyMAn, Porth, Glam, Furniture | 


Dealer Pontypriid Pet April14 Ord April 15 
BARNARD, ALFRED, Lower Church st, Chelsea, Art 

Founder High Court Pet Aprili7 Ord April 17 
BrRAM, BENJAMIN SWINTON, Birmingham, Mineral 

Merchant High Court Pet April 16 Ord April 16 


BirD, WILLIAM, Kenilworth, Licensed Victualler | 


Warwick Pet April3 Ord April 15 
BLUNDELL, HEnry, Mouthport, Meat Inspector 


Liverpool Pet April 17 Ord April 17 


Bonsor, HERBERT WEBB, Cumberland Market, | 


Regent’s Park, Vinegar Brewer High Court 
Pet March 11 Ord April 16 

BowLEs, JOHN, Oadby, Leic, Glove Manufacturer 
Leicester Pet April17 Ord Aprii 17 

BRADFORD. CATHEXINE, St Sidwell’s, Exeter, Lodging 
House Keeper Exeter Pet April 17 Ord April 17 

BricGcs, JOSEPH, the younger. Lichfield, Mineral 
peng Manufacturer Walsall Pet April15 Ord 
April 15 

BRoscoMB, JOHN WILLIAM, Leeds, Grocer Leeds 
Pet April1é Ord April 16 

BRYANT, OLIVER, Elm ct, Temple, Studeat for the 
Bar HighCourt Pet March 28 Ord April 16 

BURDEN, WILLIAM, Nelson, Lancs. Fish Dealer 
Burnley Pet Aprili7 Ord April17 


CLEGG, JAME&S HARGREAVES FARRAR, Halifax, Flan- 
nel Merchant Halifax Pet April 17 Ord April 17 

CUTHBERT, GEORGE, Gt Stambridge, Essex High 
Court Pet Marchi3 Ord April 16 

DAVEY, JAMES, Monument Station bldngs, Eastcheap, 
Bill Broker High Vourt Pet March 26 Ord 
April 16 

Davis, CHARLES, jun, Preston, nr Hitchin, Farmer 
Luton Pet March 20 Ord April 11 

Francis, THomas, Elthiron rd, Fulham, Bricklayer 
High Court Pet April1i7 Ord April 17 

GLEDHILL, THOMAS. Deighton, Huddersfield, Grocer 
Huddersfield Pet April15 Ord April 15 

GRAY. HENRY HUMPHREY, Margate, Upholsterer’s 
Assistant Canterbury Pet March 12 Ord 
April 17 

HitcHon, SAMUEL, Liverpool, Provision Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Aprili5 Ord April 15 

HvuskInson, HANNA, Bingham, Notts, Grocer 
Nottingham PetApril15 Ora April 15 

JANNEY, FRED, Small Heath, nr Birmingham, Grocer 
Birmingham Pet April15 Ord April 15 

Lone, WILLIAM, Bunwell, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet April17 Ord April 17 

LONGE. ABRAHAM, Dudley, Carter Dudley Pet 
April15 Ord April 15 

Mitts, Isaac, Tyldesley, Lancs, Labourer Bolton 
Pet April15 Ord April 15 

NorRTHING, HENRY, Kirkton in Lindsey, Lincs, 
Grocer GtGrimsby Pet April1i5 Ord April 15 

Rou-rts, JOHN, Shrewsbury, Timter Merchant 
Shrewsbury Pet Apritié Ord April i6 

RUs;seLL, Hr1rAM HoppeER, Sturminster Newton, 
sdorset, Baker Salisbury Pet April 15 Ord 
April 15 — 

SPickk, EDWARD, Dartmouth rd, Forest hill, Fruiterer 
Greenwich Pet April11 Ord April 1t ; 

STEVENSON, ROBERT ALBERT WILLIAM, Brigg, Lincs, 
Veterinary Surgeon Gt Grimsby Pet April 16 
Ord April 16 

THURMAND, JoskpH Day, Knaresborough, Glass 
Merchant York Pet Aprit15 Ord April 15 

UNDERWOOD, PERcy HksLoP, Oldham, Mantle Manu- 
facturer Oldham Pet April15 Ord April 15 


VOWLER, JOHN, Exeter, Ladies’ Outtitter Exeter | 


Pet April15 Ord April 15 


WaAkMER, ROBERT ARCHER, East Dereham, Norfolk, | 


coal Dealer Norwich Pet Aprilié Ord April 16 
WELLBURN, JOHN, Bishopthorpe, Yorks, Innkeeper 
York Pet Aprilié Ord April 16 


WARNING TO INTENDING 








WIttiAMs, Tuomas, Llantwitfardre, Glam, Farmer 
Pontypridd Pet Aprili5 Ord April 15 

WILSON, JOHN, Kingston upon Hull, Labourer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet April1é Ord April 16 


The following amended notices are substituted for 
those published in the London Gazette of April 12. 


| PRICHARD, DaLTon GEORGE, Bristol, Cabinet Maker 
Bristol Pet April8 Ord April 10 

| SmiTu, G., and Epirh EMMA GovuGu, Birmingham, 
Grocers Birmingham Pet March 29 Ord April 16 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


| 

| Bartow, Ricuarp, Evering rd, Stoke Newington, 
Commercial Clerk May 3 at 11 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn * 

| Brep, Witt1amM, Kenilworth, Licensed Victualler 
| May 3 at 12.30 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
| Bonp, Jonny, Birmingham, Manager of Brickworks 
April 29 at 12 25. Colmore row. Birmingham 

| BRYANT, OLIVER, Klm ct, Temple, Stadent for the 
| Bar April 30 at 2.30 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inu 

| CRISFIELD, WirLIAM, Winnall, Winchester, Cattle 


) Dealer Apriliéat2 Off Kec, 4, East st, South- | 


ampton 
DasH, CHARLES MITCHELL, Gosport, Builder May 6 
at 3.30 166, Queen st, Portsea 
| DEAN, JAMES ALFRED, Kochdale, Carver May 38 at 
{ 11.30 Townhall, Rochdale 


Gent May 8atil 33, Carey st, Lincoin’s inn 

GLEDHILL, THoMAS, Deighton, Huddersfield, Grocer 
May 3atit Haigh «& Son, solors, New st, Hud- 
derstield 

GouLpsTon#, CHARLES FARR, Lisson st, Marylebone, 
late Licensed Victualler MayS8ati2 33, Carey 
st, Lincoln’s inn 

Gray, HENRY HUMPHREY, late of Margate, Uphol- 
sterer’s Assistant April 26 at 4 53, High st, 
Margate 

HARMAN, FRANCIS BENNETT, Farmer’s rd, Kenning- 
ton pk, Mineral Water Manufacturer May 3 at 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 

HARVEY, EDWARD PALMER, Norwich, Eating House 
pen a April 27 at 11 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwic 

Horaoop, EpwArD, Windsor rd, Faling,late Licensed 
Victualler April 30at11 No 16 Room, 30 and 
31, St Swithin’s lane 7 

How ett, CHARLES HERBERT, Gainsborough, La- 
bourer April 30 at 12.30 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, 
Lincola 5 : : ‘ 

HowLeTtT, FREDERICK, Heigham, Norwich, Com- 
mercial Traveller April 27 at 11.30 Off Rec, 8, 
King st, Norwich 

INGRAM, DAVID CHRISTOPHER, Penzance, Jeweller 
April 27 at 12 Otf Kec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Irwin, David, Manchester, Restaurant Proprietor 
April 30 at 11 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, 
Manchester . nae 

JONES, GRIFFITH, Llanfor, Merioneth, Farm) Bailiff 
May 7at1.45 County Hall, Wrexham 

JONES, JAMES, Barrow in Furness, Labourer _ May 8 
at 11 Off Ree, 2, Paxton terr, Barrow in Furness 

Lanpon, WILLIAM HENRY, Old Kent rd, Dealer in 
Coals April 30 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln s inn 

MARTINDALE, JOHN, Bowness, Westmoreland, builder 
May 11ati1 Off Rec, 37, Stramongate. Kendal 

McCarriy, MIcHAEL, Louzhborough, Coal Merchant 
May 1 at 12.30 Off Rec, 28, Friar lane, Leicester — 

Mitts, Isaac, Tyldesley, Lancs, Labourer April 26 
atil 16, Wood st, Bolton E ; 

NEEDHAM, ALFRED. and WILLIAM YATES, Leicester, 
Boot Manufacturers May 2 at 12.30 Off Rec, 28, 
Friar lane, Leicester . 

NEwMAN, Epwarp WALLACE, Royal Leamington 
Spa, Tobacconist May 3at12 Off Rec, 17, Hert- 
ford st, Coventry ee : 

NICHOLSON, WILLIAM, Barrow ia Furness, Stationer 
May 8 at 12 Off Kec, 2, Paxton terr, Barrow in 





| ess 
|NuNN, FREDERICK Joun, Anerley, Surrey, Baker 
} April 26at3 119, Victoria st, Westminster 

{ 


renting a house have' he Sanitary ne ey fae 
from The Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, 
minster ( Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &¢c.—' ADVT. | 


Evans, GEORGE Hamitton, Warwick sq, Pimlico, | 


Hovusk PurRcHASERS & LESSEES.—Before peschasing or 
d byanexpert 
ate 115, Victoria-st., West- 


OGDEN, JANE DARWELL, Raby, Cheshire. late House- 
keeper_ April 30 at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s Inn 

OrFoRD, Epwarp IsRaAgL, Stamford, Lincs, Iron- 
monger May 6 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 


| PARISH, ALFRED, Dartford, Kent, Auctioneer May 2 
at 11.30 Off Rec, High st, Rochester 
PEARSON, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Sheffield, Coachbuilder 
April 30at2 Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheftield 
RAWCLIFFE, JOSEPH, Barrow in Furness, Commercial 
Traveller May 8 at 11.30 Off Rec, 2, Paxton terr, 
Barrow in Furness 
REYNOLDS, JOHN, Beaufort, Brecknock, Licensed 
Victualler April 26at3 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 
| RussELt, Hrram Hoppgr, Sturminster Newton, 
poseet, Baker April 29 at 12.45 Off Rec, Salis- 
ury 
Rutty, J. C., Truro, Cornwall, Commercial Traveller 
April 27 at 2 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 


SCHMERL, Simon. Little Britain, Commission Agent 
May ?ati1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

| SELBY, THoMAS. Leicester, Sheep Dealer May 1 at 3 

Otf Rec, 28, Friar lane, Leicester 

| Smirn. G, and Eoirna Emma Goven, Birmingham, 

| a May 1latil 25, Colmore row, Birmiug- 

1am 

SMALL, THomMAs (sep estate), Aston, Birmingham, 
Sanitary Vontractor April 30 at 11 25, Colmore 
row, Birmingham 

SMALL, THOMAS, and WILLIAM MILES SMALL, Aston, 
Birmingham, Sanitary Cont-actors April 30 at 
11 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 

SMALL, WILLIAM MILEs (sep estate), Aston, Bir- 
mingham, Sanitary Contractor April 30ati1 25, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

SMITH, MaTrut:w, Methley, Yorks, Grocer April 16 
at 2.30 Off Rec, Bond ter, Waketield 

SPALDING, JOHN HOWARD, WILLIAM FURBER HODGE, 
WALTER SPALDING, and SYDNEY THOMAS SPALD- 
1NG, Drury lane, Paper Makers May2atii ‘The 
Freemasons’ Tavern, Gt Queen st, Liacoln’s inn 
fields 

Tuomas, Witi1am, Troedyrhiwfawch, Gellygaer, 
ee Grocer April 26 at 12 Off Rec, Merthyr 

dfi 

TavewanD, JosspH Day, Knaresborough, Glass 

Merchant April 27 at 1 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, 
ork 

WarMER. Robert ARCHER, East Dereham, Nor- 
folk, Coat Dealer April 27 at 12 Off Ree, 5, 
King st, Norwich 

WELLBURN, JOHN, Bishopthorpe, Yorks, Innkeeper 
April 27 at 10 30 Off Ree, 28, Stonegate, York 

WoopGer, ALBERT JOHN. Hungerford, Berks, Grocer 
April 29 at 12 Queen’s Hotel, Rearing 

WoopWaARD, Davip Benznow. Woiverhampton, House 
Agent May7at 11.30 Off Rec, Woiverhampton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bacu, Mayer Hymay, Porth, Glam, Furniture 
Dealer Pontypridd Pet Ap:il4 Ord April 15 
BankkER, ROBERT, Stowmarket, Suff vik, Pork Butcher, 
Bury St. Edmunds Pet March 1:9 Ord April 15 
Bakron, RIcHARD, Coventry, Hatter Coventry Pet 

Aprils Ord April 1s 
Bow Les, JOHN, Oadby. Leic, Glove Manufacturer 
Leices‘er Pet April16 Ord Apri. 17 
BRabpFORD. CATHERINE, St Sidwell s, Exeter, Lodgiag 
House Keeper Exeter Pet April i7 Ord April 17 
Brisas, Jo:EPH. the younger, Lichfield, Mineral 
Wat-r Manufacturer Walsall PetAprili5 Ord 
April 15 
Brozcoms, Jonn WuviramM, Leeds, Grocer Leeds 
Pet Aprili6 Ord April 16 
Brown, WALTER, and BexyJaMUN BURNL*Y, Batley, 
Yorks Shuttle Makers Dewsbury Pest April 8 
Ord April 13 . om can 
EN, WILLIAM, Nelson, Lancs, Fis ealer 
me Pet Aprili7 Ord April 17 
Joun WitL11aM, Tabernacle st, Finsbury, 
a my an High Court Pet March 13 
Ord April 16 











418 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


April 27, 1889. 











DasuH, CHARLES MITCHELL, Gosport, Builder Ports- | WILLICOMBE, ARTHUR, 


mouth Pet April13 Ord April 13 
DitcHaM, GEORGE, Blackheath hill, 
Carpenter Greenwich Pet Feb 26 
Euias, WILLIAM Owen, Liverpool, 
Liverpool Pet Feb 20 Ord April 16 . 
Foacon, Joun THOMAS, M. ARK NOBLE, THOMAS 
RIDLEY. Newcastle Tyne, Fru ‘it oc han ts 
Newcastle on Tyne ] Ord Ap ril i¢ 
GARDNER, JOHN RICHARI 
Decorator Portsmout! 
GLEDHILL, THomas. Deig! 
Hudderstiela Pet Apr l 
GRIFFITHS, Davin, Liansain tira 
Grocer Newtown Pet Mar: ‘h 27 Ord ‘April 10 
Hart, Davin, Basinghall st, Colonial M« 
High Court Pet March 2t Ord April 17 
HARVEY, EDWARD PALMER, Norwich, Eating House 
Keeper Norwich Pet April!8 Ord April 17 
Hicks, GRORGE PEAKE, and WILLIAM Hicks, Ply- 
mouth, Carpenters East Stonehouse Pet April 
12 Grd April 16 
Hitcnon, SAMUEL, Liverpool, Provision Merchant 
Liverpool Pet April15 Ord April 15 


Journeyman 
Ord April 10 


“‘Radn 


Hvaurs, THomMas WILLIAM, Clifton, Bristol, Butcher | 


Bristol Pet April 11. Ord April 16 

JANNEY, FRED, & 
birmingham Pet April15 Ord April 15 

JENKINSON. JOHN, Millington, nr 
Yorks, Farmer_ York Pet April 4 Ord Fe. ril 16 

LALOE, AUGUSTUs FELIX, Bedford, Jate Schoolmaster 
Bedford PetApril16 Ord April 16 

LAWRENCE, ARTHUR, Eversley, Southampton, 
in Holy Orders Winchester Pet March 23 
April 15 


Clerk 
Ord 


LONG, WILLIAM, Bunwell, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 


Pet April17 Orda April 17 
LONGE, ABRAHAM, Dudley, 
April 15 Ord April 15 
Mitts, Isaac, Tyldesley, Lancs, 
Pet April15 Ord April 15 
Naylor. JOHN BRAILSFORD, Sheflield, Bute 

Sheftield Pet Mar7 Ord April 17 
NEEDHAM, ALFRED, and WILLIAM YATES, L 
Root Manufacturers Leicester Pet Apri 


Dudley Pet 
Bolt 


Carter 


Labourer n 


he 


elcester, 
113 Ord 


April 15 
NORTHING, HENRY, Kirton in Lindsey, Linc, Grecer 
Great Grimsby Pet April15 Ord —— 15 
OWEN, ROBEET, Beddgelert, Carnarvonshire, ( 
Newtown Pet Aprili Ord April 17 
PAINTER, THOMAS R1IcHARD, Lower Marsh, Lambeth 
Hatter High Court Pet April17 Ord April 17 
PICKETT, HENKY JEREMIAH, Barnstaple, Coal Mer- 
chant Barnstaple Pet April15 Ord April 15 
PROLE, WILLIAM WATSON, Ladbroke cres, Notting 
hill, Gent High Court Pet March 29 Ord April16 
ROTHER, ROBERT, Finsbury pavement, Merchant 
HighCourt Pet March 30 Ord April 16 
RUSSELL, H1RAM HODDER, Sturminster Newton, Dor- 
set, Baker Salisbury Pet April 6 Ord April 15 
SPICER, EDWARD, Dartmouth rd, Forest hill, Fruiterer 
Greenwich Pet Apriltit Ord April 12 
STEVENSON, ROBERT ALBERT WILLIAM, Brigg, Linc. 
Veterinary Surgeon Great Grimsby Pet April 
16 Ord April 16 
THUBMAND. JOSEPH Day, 
chant York Pet April15 Ord April 15 
Uneaswoon, PrrcyY HEsLor, Oldham, Mantle Manu- 
facturer Oldham Pet April15 Ord April 16 
VowWLER, JOHN, Exeter, Ladies’ Outfitter Exet 
Pet April15 Ord April 15 
WARMER, ROBERT ARCHER, East Dereham, Norfolk, 
Coal Dealer No rwich Pet t | Ap ril 16 Ord April17 
Watts, ALFRED AUGUsTUS, Ipswich, Solicitor Ips- 
wich Pet April3 Or i April 16 
WELLEURN, JOHN, Bishopthorpe, Yorks, Int 
York Pet April 16 Ord Apuiil It 
WIGGLESWORTH, WiLLIAM HRNkY, Heckmondwike 
Wheelwright Le awsbury Pet AprilS Ord April 13 
Wus0n, JOHN, Kingston upon Hull, Lab — King Ze 
ston upon Hull Pe 5 Ord April 16 
YULEs, Stmon, Hunslet, Wholesale Cl lothier 
Leeds Pet Marchz7 Ord April 15 


‘arter 


Knaresborough, Glass Mer- 


ikeeper 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ASHTON, CHARLES HENRY, Salt ‘erhet bble, Halifax 
Brewer Halifax Pet Aprilis Ord April 18 

CHENEY, JOHN. Littlethorpe. Leicestershire, Ba 
Leicester Pet Aprili8 Ord April 18 

DAVIES, EDWIN, jun, Lampeter, Cardigansbire, Tailor 
Carmarthen Pet April17 Ord April 17 

Gay, WILLIAM, Giese, Cornwall, Travelling 
Truro Pet’ April17 Ord April 17 

Horrocks, Josepu, Bradford, Power Loom Picker 
Maker Braitord Pet April1S8 Ord April 1s 

Hvuanues, Tuomas Joun. Cw myel Llanrug, Carnar- 
vonshire . Joiner Bangor Pe t April js Ord 
April 18 

KNOWLES, JAMES, Princes st, 
Rochester Pet April 18 

KNOWLES, KEUDEN, Bradford, formerly Commission 
Agent Bradfor 1 Pet April1s Ord April 18 

NORT HCOTT, JosEPH, Laird, Devon, Purveyor of Milk 
East Stonehouse Pet April18 Ord April 18 

PERRY, ALBERT JOSEPH, Fishponds, Gloucestershire, 
Shoe Manufacturer Bristol Pet April 18 Ord 
April 15 

STANCLIFFE, ABRAHAM, Hs “¢r ix, Cloth Fuller Halifax 
Pet April1s Ord Ay 5 

WHALLEY, RicHarp, As hoon under Lyne, 
Manchester Pet April17 Ord April 17 

WILLIAMS, GEORGE Tuomas, Birmingham, 
Enginecr 
April 18 


ker 


Draper 


Gravesend, Carpenter 
Ord April 18 


Grocer 


Gas 


Slate Merchant | 


rehant | CLE 


| CRUTI 
| ENRIGHT,: 
| FRANCIS, 


&mall Heath, nr Birmingham, Grocer | 


Pocklington, | 


r, | 


| DE 
er / 


) WILLIAMs, 


| Moore, 


pre wih 30. 
Birmingham Pet March 21 a KE. 


Tunbridge Wells, 
Tunbridge Wells Pet April4 Ord April 17 

| WooLLEY, JosIAH, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet April 18 
Ord April 18 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Salterhebbie. 
Ott Rec, Halifax 


RLES HENRY, Halifax, | 


May 1 at 11.3 


ASHTON, CHA 
Brewer 


Buil ler at 


BacH, MAYER HyMAN, Porth. Glam, Furniture Dealer | 


April 30 at12 Off Rec, Me rthyr Tyaitil 
BRIGGS, JOSEPH, the younger, Licl field, 
Water Manufacturer May 9 at 10.3 
Walsall 
GG, JAMES HARGRFAVES 
mission Agent May 1 at 10.30 
‘ENDEN, FR&DERICK, 
Builder May 2 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s 
inn 


Mineral 
Ott 


Otf Rec, Halifax 


JoHN ANTHONY, Llanerchymedd, Anglesey, 
Mineral Water Manufacturer May z at 230 
Bankruptcy Office, Crypt chmbrs, Chester 
THOMAS. Haverfordwest, Merchant's Olerk 
May latil Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 
Hicks, GEORGE PHAKE, and WitLtam HIcks, Ply- 
mouth, Carpenters May 8 at 11 10, Atheneum 


terr, Plymouth : “ 
Horn, GrorGs, Luton, Beds, Licensed Victualler 
Luton 


April 8) atil Off Kec. 

Horrocks, JOSEPH, Bradford, Power Loom Picker 
Maker i. ay 6 at 11 Off Res, 31, Manor row, 
Bradfo 

HUusKINSON, Wawsa, Bingham, Notts, Grocer May 

Off Re High pavement, Nottingham 
iusto. Wines st. Gravesend, Carpenter 
at 1230 Off Rec, High st, Rochester 

"BEN, Bradford, formerly Commission 
12 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 


0 


rai iford 

LEWIs, ROBERT, Walsall. Travelling Draper May 9 

atit.15 Off Rec, Walsall 

KEAND, ALEXANDER, Blackburn, Draper April 30 

at 3.30 Otf Rec, Ozden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Man- 

chester 

PIckKTT. HENRY JEREMIAH. Barnstaple, Devon. Coal 
Merchant Mayiat2 King's Arms Hotel, Barn- 
staple 

SPICER, hill, 
Fruiterer 
minster 

STANCLIFFE, ABRAHAM, Halifax, Cloth Fuller May 1 
atil Off Rec, Halifax 

YULEs, Srmom, Hunslet 
wm at 11 Ott Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

The following 
published in the London Gazette of April 16. 

Woop, JosEern, Greetland, nr Halifax, Tailor 

ati2 Ott Rec, Halifax 


Me 


Forest 
toria sb, 


rd, 
Vie 


EDWARD, Dartmouth 
May 2 at 3 119, 


ADJUDICATIONS, 
BARRON, 


Swai 


WILLIAM, Sketty. nr Swansea, 
sea Pet April 10 Ord April 15 
SIENE uN. Littlethorpe, Lei 
Pet "hori is Ord Aprii 18 
DAVI EDWIN, jun, Lampeter, Cardiganshire, 
Tail x Carmarthen Pet April 16 Ord April 17 
AN, JAMES ALFRED, Rochdale, Carver Oldham 
Pet April 11 Ord April 1s 
ENRIGHT, JOHN ANTHONY, Lilanerchymedd, Anglesey, 
Mineral Water Mi anufacturer Basgor Pet April 


1s Ord April 18 
Gay, WItttAM, Tregony, Cornwall, Travelling 
Draper Truro Pet April 17. Ord April 17 
2 JOSEPH, Bradtord, Power Loom Picker 
: Bradford Pet April18 Ord April 1s 
. Fmomas JOHN, Cwmyglo, Lian , Carnar- 
e, Joiner Bangor Pet April. is Ord 


N LILE, Swansea, Boot Dealer 
Pet April9 Ord April 13 
KNOWLES, JAMES, Princes st, Gravesend, Carpenter 
Rochester Pet April 18 Ord April is 
KNOWLES, REUBEN, Bradford, formerly Commission 
Agent Bradford Pet April 15 Ord April 18 
MAantIn, JOHN, Loughbor mush, Surveyor Leicest 


Pet April3 Ord Apri 

PERRY, ALBERT yon nil Fishponds, Glos, Shoe 
Manufacturer Bristol Pet April1s Ord Apriiis | 

STANCLIFFE, ABRAHAM. Halifax, Cloth Fuller Hali- 
fax Pet Aprilis Ord April 1s 

WHALLEY, Kicuaep, Ashton under Lyne, 
Manchester Pet April17 Ord April 17 

Tuomas, Liantwitfardre, Glam, Farmer 
Pontypridd Pet Apriii5 Ord April 15 

WINTER, ALONZO GEORGE TURNER, Southampton, 
Pawnbroker Southampton Pet March 18s Ord 
April 18 

WOooL.tsy, Josiau, Leeds, Leeds Pet April 
18 Ord April 1s 


c, Baker 


Swansea 


Grocer 


Tailor 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


ROBERT, Birmingham, out of businesss 
Adj Nov5 Annul Aprils 


Pir- 
mingham 


SALES OF ENSUING 
.—Messrs. BRACKET 
2 p.m., Freehold Pre 
th inst., p. 3). 
-Messrs. 


WEEK 

T & Son, at the Mart, E.C., 
jpertics (see advertisement, 
W. & F. ;HovGuton, at the Mart» 
J., ab 2 
taal (see advertisement. 20th inst., p. 3), 


FARRAR. Halifax, Com- | 


St Leonard’s on Sea, late | 





West- | 


} Th Subse ‘iption to the 
, Leeds, Wholesale Clothier | 

~ . | 
z amended notice is substituted for that 


May 1 | 


Farmer | 


| annum; price £1,150.—Apply to Messrs. H. E. 
| & CRANFIELD, Land Ag ents, 6, Poultry, 


30.—Mesers’ P. D. TUCKETT & Co., at the Mart, 

at 12 o'clock, Leaschold Ground-Re nt (see 
advertisement, April 20, p. 5). 

May 2—Messrs. H. E. Fostzr & CRANFIEZD, at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m., Absolute Reversions (see advertise. 
ment, this week, p. 419). 


| May 3.—Messrs. BAKER & Sons, at the Mart, E.C., 
2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Investments 


ie 
advertisement, this week, p. 419 





Ree, | | 


Journ * fe 


of the 


Solicitors 


writer, 


nan 
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ROFIT RENTAL.—Portman Estate.— 

House and Premises, held for 17 years at £55, 

and uuderleased for the whole term at £'75 per 

FOsTER 
E.C. 


WALWORTH ROAD, NEWINGTON. 


| Fine Block of Freehold Property, possessing the 


| 24, 2 





| rents in 1900, 1901, and 1902; 
of £69 6s, 


2 p.m., Freehold Properties and Building ) 


extensive frontage of 109 feet, and ripe for re- 


Tro i 

\ Ess ELLIS & S jNare directed by the 
4 — es of the late Mrs. 8. Gray to SEUL by 

AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, MAY 10th, 
at TWO precisely, in One Lot, a FREEHOLD 
ESTATE, consisting of eight houses and shops, Nos. 
26, 23, 30, 32, 34, 36, and 38, Walworth-road, close to 
the Elephant and Castle, let to various tenants on 
short tenancies. It occupies a ground area of about 
5,109 square feet, is in a capital business situation, 


ter | adjoining the proposed station of the City ot London 


and Southwark Subway Company’s new_ under- 
ground ratlway, and forms a capital “site for the erec- 
tion of a public hall, bank. block of shops, stores, &c. 

Printed particulars, with pians and conditions of 
sale, may be had of Messrs. L ewis & Sons, Solicitors, 
7, Wilmington-square, W.C.; at the Mart; and of 
Messrs. Ellis & Son, Auctioneers and Surveyors, 49, 
Fenchurch-street, City. 


COMMERCIAL ROAD EAST. 


Valuable Freehold Ground-rents amounting to 
£110 163. ; with early reversion to rack rents of about 
£650 per annum. ; r ; 

yo KLLIS & SON are directed by 
the Trustees of the late Mrs.8.Grayto SEL 
by AUCTION, atthe MART, on FRIDAY, MAY 

10th, at £WO precisely, in —_—- Lots, the FRE k- 

HOLD GROUND-RENTS of £20, £5, £4 10s., £4, £4, 

and £4, secured respectively on. 14 dwelling- houses, 

130 and 132, Commercial-road, E.; and Nos, 1 to 23 

(odd numbers), Grove-street, with reve rsion to rack- 

anda ditto Ground-rent 

secured on 22 dweilliug-house 5, Nos. 1 to 18, 

Brunswi .k-street, 71 aad 73, Ellen- street, and 20 and 

2 ‘lough-street, St. George’ s-in-the- East, with 

reversion tu rack rentsin 19: 

Printed particulars, with "pion sand conditions of 
sale, may be had of Mes: srs. Lewis & Sons, Solicitors, 
7. Wi ilmington-square, W.C.; at the Mart; and of 
Messrs. Klis & Son, Auctioneers and Surveyors, 49, 
Fenchurch-street, City. 








